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EU: Lamfalussy Discusss EMU, European Economy 


AU2202162296 Vienna WIRTSCHAFTSWOCHE 
in German 22 Feb 96 p 24 


[Interview with Alexandre Lamfalussy, president of the 
European Monetary Institute, by Monika Dunkel and 
Bernhard Juenemann; place and date not given: “Date 
Too Set") 


[FBIS Translated Text] [WIRTSCHAFTSWOCHE] Mr 
Lamfalussy, you are an economist and a diplomat. 
Are there situations in which the diplomat forces the 
economist to keep silent? 


{[Lamfalussy}] Sometimes yes. In the Maastricht Treaty 
politicians decided when what is supposed to happen so 
that Europe will have a common currency in 1999. The 
economist in me would have taken a different road to 
monetary union. Even though a stage-by-stage plan can 
be very successful — as the example of the European 
customs union shows, which was even completed carly 
However, unfortunately, financial and monetary markets 
work differently from commodities markets. Thus, a 
schedule invites investors to speculate. 


[WIRTSCHAFTSWOCHE] Would economist Lam- 
falussy rather let the markets decide on the beginning 
of monetary union? 


{Lamfalussy] No, the prescribed plan of convergence 1s 
useful because it ensures discipline. However, | would 
not have set down the date so firmly but surprised the 
markets with it. 


[WIRTSCHAFTSWOCHE] Be honest: Are you really 
convinced that we need monetary union’ 


{[Lamfalussy] Europe is not just a free-trade zone — 
if this were so we could easily live without the Euro 
Europe has become a real single market. Competition in 
telecommunications and in aviation is making our lives 
increasingly interlaced. 


[WIRTSCHAFTSWOCHE] But it is doubtful that in 
1998, when the participants in monetary union will be 
determined, any other country but Luxembourg will 
qualify — Europe is on its way to the next recession 


{[Lamfalussy] Against this speaks the fact that the 
companies are making good profits, that the interests 
are going down, and the real estate markets are stable 
I believe that we are in a growth pause but not on the 
way to recession. 


[WIRTSCHAFTS WOCHE) 
wrong? 


And what if you are 


[Lamfalussy} With or without Maastricht, Europe must 
solve its budget problems; otherwise, it will have big 
problems. Saving always hurts. One thing is sure 
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As long as we contunue to postpone the reform of 
the welfare state, we will not regain the trust of the 
investors and consumers. | think it is wrong to talk 
about postporement today — we still have two years 
to improve ourselves 


[WIRTSCHAFTSWOCHE] Why is the introduction of 
the Euro linked with solving the budget problems’ Is 
this not the best way to prevent the Euro” 


((Lamfalussy} Some politicians unfortunately abuse 
Maastricht as the scapegoat. They are not having 
difficulues because of Maastricht but because they have 
had their problems for too long 


[WIRTSCHAFTSWOCHE] Will the Euro dic if the 
launch of the monetary union is postponed? 


{[Lamfalussy] | do not want to use the word disaster, but 
4 postponement would worry me a lot 


[WIRTSCHAFTSWOCHE] What dangers do you see’ 


[Lamfalussy] That political integration in Europe comes 
to a standstill, that the reform of the EU institutions does 
not make progress, and that we relapse into nationalism 
and protecuicnism 


[WIRTSCHAFTSWOCHE]! How do you want to pre 
vent that’ 


[Lamfalussy] In 1998 The European Monetary Institute 
and the EU Commission will objectively assess which 
countries fulfill the criteria. In case of a unanimous vote, 
the heads of government will not simply be able t 
ignore it 


[WIRTSCHAFTSWOCHE] How much will you onent 
yourselves toward the Maastricht criteria in this case’ 


{[Lamfalussy} Of course, we look at the figures, but 
primarily » look at the persistence and seriousness of 
the efforts. A country that fulfills the financial criteria 
with one-time tax increases or short-lived reductions in 
spending, will not convince us 


[WIRTSCHAFTSWOCHE] Many fear that there will be 
heated dehates on the financial markets before and after 
the launch of the Euro in 1999 


[Lamfalussy] The best answer to this is a sensible 
convergence policy. However, it must be clear long 
before that how the non-participants will be linked to 
the Euro 


[WIRTSCHAFTSWOCHE] What are the relations be 
tween participants and non-participants to be like’ 


[Lamfalussy] In any case, we must minimize exchange 
rate fluctuations. Then the exchange rate mechanism 
must pave the way toward the inside for those you are 
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still outside — these countries must continue to have 
incentives to make efforts. The Evropean Central Bank 
must not be committed to interventions, either. If it 
must support weak currencies, it cannot ensure a stable 
currency and it loses credibility. 


([WIRTSCHAFTSWOCHE] The majority of the Austri- 
ans reject the Euro; investors do not know how to invest 
their money. What do you advise? 


{Lamfalussy] The mood is not quite that bad. Many 
companies are now advocating the single currency. The 
financial markets are not particularly alarmed, either, 
becan,> otherwise there would be bigger differences in 
the interest rates between the EU countries. 


[WIRTSCHAFTSWOCHE] Would you invest your 
money in the Euro? 


{Lamfalussy] As a young man I was a portfolio man- 
ager for 10 years. Therefore, | know that one should 
diversify one’s investments. Therefore, | would not put 
everything into the Euro but a large part. 


EU: EC, Paris Differ on Maastricht Changes 


BR2202142696 Paris LA TRIBUNE DESFOSSES 
in French 22 Feb 96 p7 


[Report by Marc Paolini: “Paris and Brussels Differ on 
Institutional Reform” ] 


[FBIS Translated Text} Quite clearly, the French Gov- 
ernment and the European Commission [EC] in Brus- 
sels do not share the same view of the changes that 
need to be made to the Treaty of Maastricht. It is true 
that neither has yet made public its respective position 
with regard to the review of the Treaty on EU that the 
Intergovernmental Conference [IGC] will start work on 
in Turin on 29 March. You only have to compare the 
documents “French Directions for the IGC” — which 
is already rather dated — and the proposition for an 
“Opinion” that the European executive will adopt on 28 
February, to see the difference between the two analy- 
ses and their conclusions on certain important issues. 


The main divergence doubtless concerns the adaptation 
of the institutional provisions. Whereas Paris appears to 
want to maintain the distribution of roles decided on at 
Maastricht, between the Community mechanisms (with 
the European Commission and the European Parliament 
each have a deciding rolc) and the intergovernmental 
mechanisms, the Commission, on the other hand, sees 
this split as being one of the main reasons for the 
current blockage of the process of European integration. 
Brussels experts believe that this blockage will be 
exacerbated by the membership of 10 or 12 new 

mbers which is bound to lead to the “watering down 
% 2 Union.” 
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Differing Approaches to Common Security 


Thus, the draft “Opinion” oroposes three aims for the 
review of the Treaty: making “the citizen an important 
player in Europe,” providing the Union with “a sirong 
external identity,” and “building strong institutions for 
an enlarged Europe,” a plea in favor of an almost 
generalized extension of the majority vote and the 
involvement of the Parliament and the Commission in 
areas such as the Common Foreign and Security Policy 
[CFSP] and judicial cooperation, where they currently 
have a marginal if not non- existent role. 


Even if they do agree on the need to strengthen the 
“identity” of the Union on the international stage, the 
most symbolic difference in approach probably concerns 
the CFSP. The fact is that whereas Brussels proposes a 
"Presidency-Commussicn tandem” for increased consis- 
tency in foreign policy, Paris, on the other hand, favors 
the creation of the post of “high representative” with a 
mandate of several years. Well aware of both the French 
line and its echo in certain European capitals, the cx- 
perts in Brussels note that their approach “would not 
prevent the possible assignment of certain tasks to ap- 
pointed figures.” The Commission is more in agreement 
with French ideas about the paralysis of the decision- 
making process resulting from the need for unanimity, 
but it will doubtless go further by recommending re- 
course to majority voting “as a general rule.” This rule 
would not appiy in just two cases: decisions concerning 
military action, and decisions jeopardizing the clearly 
defined vital interests of one member state. 


EU: Greek’s Simitis Gives News Conference on | (°C 


NC2102224096 Athens ET-/ Television Network 
in Greek 2040 GMT 21 Feb 96 


[News conference by Pnme Minister Konstandinos 
Simitis in Brussels—tive] 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] Today we had two mectings: 
The first one was with Belgian Prime Minister Jean- 
Luc Dehaene and the second one with EU Commission 
President Jacques Santer. The goal of our visit is to 
discuss with our interlocutors the issues which now 
occupy the EU and within this framework the more 
specific issues that concern our country. We have 
presented our views on the 1996 Intergovernmental 
Conference [IGC], on the general principles ‘ought by 
Greece and on what courses the EU members must 
follow to promote the EU. 


A main topic during these discussions, and | will begin 
with this, is the issue of foreign policy and defense. As 
we are all well aware, a long time ago the community 
Started to discuss ways to create a mutual foreign 
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policy and defease. From time to time it proposed 
and implemented different methods, took initiatives on 
common positions, but these efforts did not result in 
anything tangible, acceptable, which would also be 
very effective. A conunon foreign policy and defense 
constitute a central issue of the Intergovernmental 
Conference. In relation to this issue, we stressed that an 
important issue that must be dealt with—since the whole 
issue concerns the EU's security—is the issue of the 
EU's external borders, solidarity among the members in 
relation to protecting these borders, how this solidarity 
will be realized, how the differences that might exist 
in regard to these issues will be solved, and what 
procedures must be implemented so that new differences 
will not arise or if so, will be solved. 


We held that a start would be to say that what was in 
force after the end of the World War II must also apply 
in the future. There is a convention about the borders 
within Europe. This regime cannot and must ni change, 
and it cannot be disputed. 


A second principle concerning the same issue is that 
Clear rules must be set during the Intergovernmental 
Conference concerning the external borilers and their 
protection. This is an issue that must be aiscussed; and 
out of this discussion the course that the EU will follow 
in the future will arise. 


The third issue that we stressed—and this is self 


evident—is that international law must be in force, 
that if there are any disputes concerning the borders, 
these disputes cannot be solved by force or by resort to 
war, but through peaceful measures according to inter- 
national law. The implemeniation of international taw 
means that the bodies provided for under international! 
law, like International Court at The Hague, are the ap- 
propriate bodies to solve such differences. 


In both meetings there was an agreement concerning 
these principles. There was an agreement because these 
principles are self-evident and there can be no logical 
discussion to settle differen:es if these principles are not 
recognized. 


After the recent Greek-Turkish crisis the Commission 
issued a decision in which it recognized that the 
principle of communal solidarity must be implemented, 
and it expressed its solidarity with Greece. It also 
expressed the view that Turkey must pay attention to 
the principles of good neighborliness and that its acts 
do not conform to these principles. It also congratulated 
both governments for avoiding an armed confrontation. 


During today’s meeting, Santer reiterated all these 
things. Pangalos had a meeting with van de Brock and 
they discussed the next Council of Foreign Affairs, 
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where Greece will again preseni ils own view on ih 
current problem, concerning the Inua islet criss. We 
believe that certain initiatives will he begun after today» 
meeting of the commission, its members and by the 
council to insure the implementation of international law 
and that the solution of any difference will follow these 
precepts. 


Here I must make a parenthetical remark, because | wist 
to reiterate that this discussion occurred in a gener 
framework because we stressed that this concerns not 
only this specific case. It might apply to other cases 
thal arise tomorrow. [passage omiticd] 


This is an example that the issue arising today on our 
relations might arise elsewhere in the future, and for this 
reason there must be more general rules 


Of course, I want to stress that our position wa 
completed with the presentation of the evidence, whict 
justifies the view that international law ts crystal clear 
here as far as Greek SOVETCIPATY Is COM cerned. Alsc that 
the continuous dispute instigated by Turkey does 1 
conform either with its intention to COope#rate with the 
EU or with a smooth development of the agreement 

an EU-Turkey castoms union, nor with the rules of good 
neighborhood 19 general 


As I said at the begianing, we also discusseu the Inter 
governmental Conference and whether the principles of 
majority rule should apply. Greece, as already stated in 
the past, holds that in foreign policy and defense tissues 
the principle of unanimity must be implemented. ¢ 
cerning the uther issues, we cn examine the exter or 
of the principle of majority cule for better EU oper 
ations. Concerning the economuc and monetary union 
Greece contends that the process must 
cided. [passage omitted] 


We also talked about the European Parliament's juris 
dictions, about how the national parliaments must par 
uicipate more, about the extension of the EU's jurisdic 
on, mainly concerning immigraon from third coun 
tines, when this immigration is illegal, and also about 
the control of drug trafficking 


Santer proposed—and we all agreed with this that 
there must be an initiative concerning employment. We 
believe that this initiative is absolutely necessary but 
in order for it to succeed, the employment conditions in 
every country must be faced in a different way. [passage 
omitted] 


continue as de 


In both cases the talks took place in a very good 
atmosphere. | believe that there was understanding 
concerning the Greek positions and Greek problenis 
I also believe that our interlocutors hailed the Greek 
Government's hope to strengthen cooperation and the 
find a mutual way of facing problems. | believe that 
this has been a positive step, a step that showed that our 
country Can act, can participate in the Europe's futur 
[passage omitted] 
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UK: Major Opposed to Common European Defense 
Policy 


LD2302114496 London PRESS ASSOCIATION 
in English 1113 GMT 23 Feb 9% 


(By Sarah Womack] 


(FBIS Transcribed Text] John Mayor today spelt out his 
opposition to a common European defence policy as 
he warned against putting “institutional tidiness” before 
Europe's real security needs. 


In a speech in London, the Prime Minister made clear 
his rejection of plans for the Western European Union 
— an exclusively European defence organisation — to 
be brought under the control of Brussels, as a first step 
to downgrading NATO. 


That, he said, was a “recipe not for more action, but for 
less”. 

Speaking in the run-up to the crucial inter-governmental 
conference next month — where he risks a head-on 
clash with European leaders — Mr Major told the 
WEU’s Parliamentary Assembly that defence arrange- 
ments had to reflect the diversity of EU members and 
their defence policies. The position of EU countries who 
had chosen to remain outside collective defence arrange- 
ments had to be respected, he insisted. 


Referring to the proposal that the WEU should be 
subordinated to the EU, he said: “This would be to put 
institutional tidiness and the illusion of progress before 
Europe's real security needs.” 

He said the EU had an essential contribution to make 
to regional and global security. 


“But encumbering the Union with military responsibil- 
ities would do nothing to enhance the unique contribu- 
tion that the EU can make to greater regional security. 


"On the contrary, giving the EU military responsibilities 
for which it is not equipped would impede the task 
of extending stability and prosperity to the East by ... 
unnecessarily provoking Russian fears.” 

At last year’s Tory Party Conference, Defence Secretary 
Michael Portillo warned of the dangers of a common 
defence policy which could ultimately lead to a decision 
on whether Britain should go to war being made by 
@ majority vote in the Council of Ministers. While he 
favoured closer defence co-operation within the EU, he 
said it must stop short of the common defence policy 
hinted at in the Maastricht Treaty. 


European Commission head Jacques Santer has made 
it clear that Britain cannot stop other countries forging 
ahead with a common foreign and security policy, but 


FBIS-WEU-96-037 
23 February 1996 


has indicated that the British Government could opt out 
if it wished. 


Mr Major said the immediate challenges were to rein- 
force NATO, and to develop the WEU as an organisa- 
tion which allowed Europeans to mount operations in 
close co-operation with North Atlantic allies in NATO. 
Member states must also strengthen co-operation be- 
tween the WEU and the EU. He said European security 
did not always come from “the barrel of a gun’. 


“Alongside the WEU, the EU has its own formidable 
armoury of political and cconomic instruments with 
which to build security and reunite our continent.” 


UK: British Troops Set to Return to Belfast Streets 


LD2302121196 London PRESS ASSOCIATION 
in English 1150 GMT 23 Feb 96 


[By Deric Henderson and lan Graham] 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] Troops are expected back on 
the streets of Belfast later today. Security chicls are 
preparing to re-introduce limited levels of military sup- 
port for the RUC [Royal Ulster Constabulary] following 
the collapse of the IRA [Irish Republican Army] cease- 
fire and London bomb outrages. 


A senior source told PA News: “Al some stage, and 
it could be imminent, there will be a limited number 
of soldiers out on patrol.” He insisted, however, that 
troops numbers will be nowhere on the scale of pre- 
ceasefire levels. Another source confirmed: “They will 
trickle back in specific places.” 


The RUC refused to make any comment, but an army 
spokesman at Lisburn, Co. Antrim said: “We have the 
troops available. We are here to provide support for the 
RUC if they request it.” 


Police leave has not been cancelled, but it is understood 
that RUC Chief Constable Sir Hugh Annesicy and his 
senior officers met today to assess intelligence reports 
and threats of a renewed IRA campaign in Northern 
Ireland. 


Military patrols were gradually scaled down after the 
IRA ceasefire announcement in August 1994. Soldiers 
remained in parts of south Armagh and Tyrone. But it 
is understood they could be back on the streets of west 
Belfast within the next 24 hours. 


Last week an extra SOO men of the Royal Irish Rangers 
were sent to borders arcas for an emergency tour 


Seamus Mallon, the deputy leader of the nationalist 
SDLP [Social Democratic and Labour Party], said the 
decision was premature. He hoped it would not add to 
an already tense situation in Northern Ircland 
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The MP (Member of Parliament] for Newry and Ar- 
magh told PA News: “The awful tragedy of violence is 
that it brings with it this type of military presence on 
the streets which adds to the tensions and apprehensions 


which are already deep at present.” 


UK: Three-Part Dublin-London Peace Plan 
Presented 


MS2302103096 London THE GUARDIAN in English 
23 Feb 9% p3 


(Report by Patrick Wintour and David Sharrock: "PM 
Opens the Door to Sinn Fein") 


(FBIS Transcribed Text] The British and Irish govern- 
ments were moving last night towards agreeing on a 
three-part package designed to restore the IRA ceasefire 
and bring about all party talks within days of elections 
scheduled for ate spring. 


The peace process rescue — explained last night by 
British ministers to leaders of the Ulster Unionists and 
the nationalist SDLP [Social Democratic Labour Party] 
— rests on Sinn Fein acceptance and honouring of 
the six principles set out by Senator George Mitchell's 
report, including a commitment to exclusively peaccful 
methods 


Sir Patrick Mayhew, the Northern Ireland Secretary 
said: “We have got to rough hew an agreed way forward 
and I believe there are very good prospects for doing 
so.” 


John Major, in a lewer written by his private secretary to 
Gerry Adams, presidewt of Sinn Fein, deplored the end 
of tie ceasefire, but did pot slam the door on Sinn Fein 
He wrote: “The Prime Minister believes a framework 
leading directly and within an agreed time frame to these 
negotiations can be achieved at an carly date through an 
elective process. 

"Sinn Fein’s inclusion in such negotiations would of 
course depend on their own actions, including a genuine 
end to the renewed violence.” 


Dublin sources were hopeful that the package can even 
now be sold to Sinn Fein, so long as it also contains a 
Clear date for he start of all-party talks, the key IRA 
demand. 


Such optimism is not so strongly shared in London but 
there are clear signs of a renewed urgency in London 
to prevent a slide back into war. 


Senior Ministers admitted a big stumbling block is 
the growing signs that Unionists, in the wake of the 
IRA bomb feel it is necessary to set more demanding 
preconditions before they are willing to talk to Sinn 
Fein. 


UNITED KINGDOM s 


The three pari Dublin-London package would involve 
intensive talks, followed by elections to a Northern 
Ireland body, coinciding with a referendum on both 
sides o the border on the need for exclusively peaceful 
methods and finally within days of the elections, the 
Start of all-part talks. 


The package merges ideas put ‘forward separately in 
recent weeks by Dubiin, John Hume, London and the 
Unionists 


If the progress continues, the package is expected to be 
outlined at a summit between John Major and the Irish 
prime minister, John Bruton, early next week. 


The proposals were put to the Ulster Unionist leader, 
David Trimole, last night by John Major and less 
formally to the SDLP leader, John Hume, by Michael 
Ancram, the Northern Ireland Minister. 


The whole package, however, rests on the assumption 
that Sinn Fein and the IRA are willing to restore 
the ceasefire as well as adopt the Mitchell principles, 
including a “comprehensive commitment to democracy 
and nonviolence that is intended to reassure all parties 
to the negotiations’. 


Sinn Fein would be dcbarred from the talks if it failed 
to adopt the Mitchell principles. In the Commons, Sir 
Patrick insisted that any ceasefire would have to be 
credible. 


Sir Patrick also held back from offering a fixed date 
for the stan of all party talks, the commitment seen 
in Dublin as the key to restoring the ceasefire. Instead 
he said: “What we cannot do is to identify a particular 
date as being the date with certainty upon which that 
will start. What we can do is set out a timetable 
by which it seems likely the Commons will approve 
the necessary legislation’. Once this was approved, 
negotiations “could start in days or weeks’, he said. 


After an hour-long mecting with the Irish cabinet in 
Dublin, Mr Mitchell appeared to endorse the latest 
peace initiative, saying: “I believe all concerned must 
take risks for peace. | believe the two governments are 
acting aggressively and on a continuing basis to try to 
bring about a process by which there can be a specific 
date for all-party negotiations and the restoration of the 
ceasefire. 


He said reports that the US State Department may move 
to block US entry visas for Sinn Fein leaders or end 
the party's fund-raising effort in the US were purely 
speculative 





is report may contain copynghted material Copying and dissemination 
is probibited without permussion of the copynght owners 

















6 UNITED KINGDOM 


UK: Trimble’s Political Views Presented, Analyzed 


MS2302101996 Edinburgh THE SCOTSMAN 
in English 22 Feb 9% p 8 


[Report on interview with Ulster Unionist leader David 
Trimble, by Ewen MacAskill; date and place not given) 


{[FBIS Transcribed Text] A bowler hat is as much 
part of the uniform of the Orangeman as a sash or 
Lambeg Drum. Surely David Trimble, as leader of the 
Ulster Unionists — a body almost synonymous with the 
Orange Order — has one? Trimble laughed, admitting 
rumours that he had never owned one were true. 


Ke said: “I em under immense social pressure to buy 
one, particularly when I am in Portadown. | am not 
a member of the Portadown Orange district but they 
always ask me to walk with the Portadown district 
officers. They are all immaculately turned out with 
bowlers on ... and there is me. They keep saying | spoil 
the photos.” He is an Orangenian? “Of course, | am.” 


An Ulster Unionist and Orangeman without a hat. It 
is tempting to make this a metaphor for Mr Trimble's 
politics, one part of him steeped in taditional “no 
surrender” Unionism, the other apparently searching for 
a new modern identity for Unionism. 


The problem is that Mr Trimbie’s politics are not yet 
clear. He has started to reform by trying formally to 
distance the Unionist Party from the Orange Order, but 
on the wider political front he has appeared intransigent, 
more interested in preserving Unionist hegemony than 
trying to accommodate the nationalist community 


There has not been the kind of bold response to the 
peace process that would have made him Northern 
Ireland's de Klerk, the Afrikaner turned statesman 


A Dublin source said recently: “He is at the crossroads 
He can cither be a statesman or a tribal leader” A 
member of one of the nationalist parties in Northern 
Ireland was more brutal: “There is one thing worse than 
a bigot — an educated bigot.” But he said he had not 
given up on Mr Trimble: it had taken a hard right-winger 
like Richard Nixon to make the grand gesture of re- 
establishing reiations with China. 

Mr Trimble has for years been portrayed as the accept- 
able face of Unionism: articulate, as you might expect 
from a university law lecturer, and capable of flexibility. 
But last summer he resorted to type, standing shoulder 
to shoulder with the Rev lan Paisicy at Portadown, de- 
fying the police for 48 hours over the right to march 
through a Catholic area. 


Commentators saw this demonstration as one of the 
main reasons he was elected Ulster Unionist leader last 
autumn in place of the longserving Jim Molyneaux. But 
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Mr Trimble rejected this, believing that for every vote 
it might have gained him, it probably also Jost him one. 
He believed he was elected because he was different. 


How does he feel about the jibe of oeing an educated 
bigot? He laughed, though it was a little jorced. “This 
is just phrase- mongering.” After a long pause, he 
added: “1 could imagine that I depress Irish nationalists 
because | do believe that the Union is the best for 
everybody in Northern Ireland. Unfortunately for most 
Irish nationalists, | generally know more than most of 
them, not only about Ulster politics, but Ulster history. 


And the accusation that he was anti-Catholic? “There 
iS not a single scrap of evidence for it. | was really 
quite shocked and appalled when that silly man who 
used to write for the Times in Belfast put that into the 
paper afier | was elected. | challenged him to produce 
a single statement | had ever made with any clement of 
sectarianism and, of course, he could not. So that is just 
a smear that other people put around because they are 
a bit worrned about me for other reasons.” 


Mr Trimble, as leader of the biggest party in Northern 
Ireland, is certral to the peace process. He could have 
sat down with Sinn Fein, the political wing of the IRA, 
last year but chose not to. Instead, he is pressing on 
with a strategy that ts likely to exclude Sinn Fein from 
the peace process altogether 


But can peace be achieved if the representatives of 
the main terrorist group is excluded? Mr Trimble said 
the peace process had to go forward. “If Sinn Fein 
cannot go along with it, they have excluded themselves 
Anybody who has studied practices elsewhere should 
not be surprised 


‘Arafat only got into serious talks on the Middle East 
when he cfiectively renounced terrorism. ‘Arafat was 
in and Hamas, which had not renounced terrorism, was 
out. So there ts a very clear analogy there with what has 
happened here 


“In places like the Middle East and South Africa, 
the strategy adopted was one of putting together a 
centre and building on the centre and marginalising the 
extremes. The irony is that the whole process we have 
seen over the last two years has been one of ignoring 
the centre and trying to bring in the extremes. Having 
Sinn Fein on the margins is a problem, yes; terrorism is 
a problem, yes, but we cannot have the entire process 
at the mercy of the terrorists.” 


Sinn Fein has identified as the catalyst for the IRA 
abandonment of the ceasefire John Major's refusal 
to implement the recommendations of the Mitchell 
Commission, set up by the British and Irish governments 
with the backing of Washington 
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It appeared to back the Irish government's line that che 
IRA would not hand over weapons before all-party talks 
as the British Government had demanded. Instead, Mr 
Major was seen as rejecting it and allying himself with 
Mr Trimbie’s call for a Northern Ireland election 


Mr Trimble blamed the Irish government's foreign 
affairs department for the negative reaction to the 
Mitchell t: port. He said it had “cherry picked” the parts 
it liked and leaked them to journalists with its own spin 
in an attempt to publicly humiliate Mr Major 


“They leaked so hard and pressed so hard tha: probably 
John moved more rapidly and more emphatically than 
he had originally intended. But | have no dow that is 
the direction he was going to move anyway 


He did not believe Sinn Fein could be excluded from 
taking part in an election to the proposed peace conven- 
tion in the spring. But, after an election, he said there 
would be “a further filter of a political character” by 
putting the Mitchell report on the table and asking al! 


the partics to sign up to it. 


Among the recommendations that Mr Trimble believed 
Sinn Fein would have difficulty signing up to would be 
an end to all forms of paramilitary activity, including 
punishment beatings 


What if John Hume, leader of the nationalist SDLP [S 
cial Democratic Labour Party}, boycotted the clectior 
as he has hinted at?. “I think, emotionally, a the mo- 
ment, John is very close to the Sinn Fein policy of ab- 
stention. I do not think that corresponds to the needs of 
the SDLP at the present time. He is digging himself in 
so publicly it is going to be a problem for him. But 
the election would be a non-starter without him? “John 
might find himself increasingly isolated, he said 


He did not rule out Mr Hume's alternative proposal of 
a referendum, though he objected to the idea that i 
should be all- Ireland and that the questions should be 
about peace and a move to all-party talks. ‘I will not 
exclude the possibility that there might be some muleage 
in the idea,” he said, though it was not something he was 
giving serious thought to 


Mr Trimble has an enviable position for a minority 
party. Mr Major, with his dwindling majority, is de- 
pendent upon the Ulster Unionists for his survival. His 
support for Mr Major will be tester if there is a vote in 
next Monday's Commons debate on the Scott arms-to 


Iraq report 


He said a decision on the party's stance will not be taken 
until closer to the time and denied being commutted to 
cither the Conservatives or Labour cither on Scott of 
any other issue, and he was certainly not committed 
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to keeping Mr Major in power until spring ocx yew 

We have to work with the government at Westminster 
whoever ut is, he sad though he added he worned 
about Labour's lack of cxpenence 


If a Northern Ireland political settlement becomes more 
and more distant, the British Government may be forced 
to opt for internment. Mr Trimbic backs this: “There are 
umes when it has worked. and one ume when it did not 
m 1972) 1 think we have icarned the lessons of the 
ume ni did not work 


lt would not be good enough just in Northern Ircland 

hecause the bombing campaign is Dbemg run trom the 
Irish Republic. There is a strong case for the Irish 
government interning people and the British government 
should be pressing for this 


it would have to he done without warning. “That is onc 
of the reasons why it did not work in 1972. The British 
Government spent too much time agonising over ut. The 
Provos can read. It has to be a surprise 


Non-Unonst MPs at Westmunster say the Unionists 
look happier since the IRA broke the ceasefire as 
they can revert to the unthinking back-to-the-walls 


approach 


It is a cymcal observavon. is for Mr Trime over 
ihe coming years to prove them wrong by showing he 
is different from his predecessors, not just in going 
hareheaded at Orange marches, bul coming up with 
imaginative proposals that can embrace the nationalist 
Sommunity 


UK: Unionists Warn U.S. Against Adams Visa 
WS2302111296 Belfast BLLFAST TELEGRAPH 
im English 22 Feb 


[Report by Vincent Kearney 
received via Internet} 


‘Keep Adams Away 


IFBIS Transcribed Text) Unionists today warned that 
President Clinton will lose thei trust if he allows Gerry 
Adams to vist the United States of continue to rane 
funds in the country 


The Ulster Unionsts and DUP [Democratic Unionist 
Party} have launched a campaign to persuade the 
president to sever all links with the Sinn Fein icader 
as a penalty for the resumption of IRA violence 


Both parties are asking the US Consul General in 
Belfast, Kathicen Stephens, to make the White House 
aware of their protests 


They are adding to the growing pressure on Mr Clinton 
to withdraw Sinn Fein’s right to rainse funds in the 
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United States in many conflicts to witness the political 
wing of the IRA being clevated in this way,” he said 


backed the original visa for Mr Adams to visit the US 
eight months before the IRA ceasefire. 


UK: Hume Says ‘Dialogue’ Needed, Not Blections 
LD2302114596 London PRESS ASSOCIATION 
in English 1109 GMT 23 Feb 96 


[By lan Graham) 


(PBIS Transcribed Text) Government efforts to get the 
Northern Ireland peace process back on track suffered 
a fresh blow today when SDLP [Social Democratic and 
Labour Party] leader John Hume said that if their plans 
included proposals for elections his party would say 


z 


Ministers are engaged in a fresh round of dialogue with 


political parties in a bid to find common ground to 
an Angio- Irish summit to go ahead next week. 


ht is believed London and Dublin are bidding to break 
the deadlock with an amalgam of various ideas already 
put forward - the irish proposal for proximity talks, the 
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SDLP plan for a referendum and the Unionists’ plan for 
an clected body - all leading on to all- party talks 


Irish deputy premier Dick Spring said last night tha 
he beheved “we are very close to bringing about the 
package that is necessary to bring the Unionst and 
nationalist politicians together”. 


But Mr Hume put a fresh spanner in the works today 
when he said: “If the Government are going to propose a 
y0-member assembly elected by the people of Northern 
ireland to negotiate the future, the SDLP have already 
said ‘no’ and will continue to say ‘no’ because it will 
not lead forward in a positive and constructive way. 


He added that it would “make the problem fa more 
difficult to resolve and everybody knows that - it's 
dialogue we need not debate’. 


Mr Hume said the central issue had not changed. “1 
believe the peace process can be restored if we fix a 
date for all-party talks 


“A date for all-party talks threatens no-one. All parties 
have to be involved if we are to reach agreement and 
agreement threaiens no section of our Community. 


He said the tragedy of the past 18 months was that all- 
parties had not been called to the table ‘otherwise we 
would not be in the situation we ae in now 


UK: Loyalist Leader on Presures on Loyalist 
Cease-Fire 


MS2302112096 Dublin THE IRISH TIMES in Engith 
22 Feb % p 


[Report by Mark Brennock: “McMichael Calls For End 
to Sinn Fein Privileges’; received via Internet) 


[PBIS Transcribed Text] Pressure for an end to the loy- 
alist ceasefire was mounting with cvery [AA attack, the 
Ulster Democratic Party leader, Mr Gary McMichael, 
has warned 


Speaking after a meeting in Dublin with the US ambas- 
sador, Mrs Jean Kennedy Smith, Mr McMichael said 
that the loyalist ceasefire would be “very difficult” to 
retain if the IRA began attacks in Northern Ireland 


He said that loyalists had shown “remarkable restraint” 
so far. “We will continue to do everything to ensure 
there is not a full- scale resumption of violence, but 
much depends on whether the IRA widens its campaign 
The pressure mounts with every attack We wish to 
avoid the situation where the pressure (for loyalist 
violence to resume) becomes insurmountabic © 


His party would sot cut off contact with Government 
and opposition politicians in the Republic, as the 
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Progressive Unionist Party has said it will do. “If we 
believe it is necessary to talk to anyone then we will do 
so. We're not in the business of ending comtacts with 
anyone 


it was importam for the US administration to tell 
republicans that there was no way forward through, or 
support for, an armed strategy, said Mr McMichael. He 
said he wanted measures to convince republicans that 
there was no way forward for them with “a dual strategy 
of an Armalite in onc hand ad a ballot paper in the 
other” 


He said he had sugpesied to the ambassador tha the 
privileges offered to Sinn Fein since the ceasefire be 
reversed “because the situation has reversed’. These 
included its right to raise moacy in the US and the 
granting of visas to Sinn Fein figures, including its 
leader, Mr Gerry Adams 


“We want measures to be taken against Sinn Fein and its 
representatives as a penalty for breaking the ceasefire 


Mrs Kenaedy Smith said, however, that the US adminis- 
tration felt that it had to try to restore the ceasefire. We 
are keeping all doors open af the moment,” she said, in- 
dicating that there were no plans to penalise Sinn Fein 
at this stage 


Mr McMichael said the pricrity now was to ensure 
movernent to bring everybody to the negotiating tabic 
“Sinn Fein have excluded themscives and we want to 
see that reversed. We have no desire to see republicans 
excluded from this process but they can't participate 
while the armed conflict continues. 


UK: Adams Views Sinn Pein Strategy as ‘Right 
Strategy’ 

MS2 302134496 Dublin AN PHOBLACHT/ 
REPUBLICAN NEWS in Englich 22 Feb 


[imerview with Sinn Fein President Gerry Adam 
“Sinn Fein Peace Strategy is the Right Swategy . 
received via Internet| 


[PBIS Transcribed Text} AP/RN [An Phoblacht/Repub- 
lican News}: Do you believe the Sinn Fem peace strat 
egy has failed and can it be made viable again’ 


Adams: The direct answer to the first part of you 
question is an emphatic ‘No’. The Sinn Fein peace 
strategy is the right strategy. It is as Corral now as 
it was before the tragic events in London. Over the past 
18 months the refusal of John Major and dhe unionists to 
move towards a democratic setilement has cuposed the 
lie that they are preparod to embrace the democrat 
imperative of making peace. They have sought to 
prevent the necessary democratic and constitutional 
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change roguired to pul belund us the falures of the 
ast and to forge a new political accommadaton based 
on democrat principles of equality and jude. For 
a yea-and-a-half the gums of war im Ireland were 
wlenced im whal many universally recognised as the 
best opportunity since partstion to atta real peace and 
democtacy 


Aad what did the British do with the opportunity’ Wha 
was thew contribution to he peace process’ In real 
terms what changes in the lives of those most oppressed 
did John Major's government implement to create a 
climate of postive political change of to persuade the 
unionist of the merits of this necessary approach’ The 
simple answer John Major did nothung: he took no risks. 
broke public ar? private commuments and devalued and 
undermuned the hope for a lasung peace 


‘ln real terms what changes im Ge lives of those most 
oppressed did John Major's government im uement to 
cfeate a climate of powtive poltnal chanee of to 
persuade the Unionist of the merits of this necessary 


approach” 


AP/RN: Sinn Fern has accused John Major of ‘Dad 
fath and the Britwh government of hemg locked into 
a psychology of war in the abecnce of meanmngtul 
negotiations, was the commencement of armed struggic 
inevitahie ’ 


Adams: The collapse of the IRA's cessation was a tragik 
development which was not imevitable and need not 
have happened Al! that was roguired was real progress 
towards substantive acgotiavoms. A peace process, if i 
is to be successful and meanmngful requires a dynamic 
and a momentum that will ring people along wrth 
t. Most of al « needs the provietig al will of both 
governments and all the pParves mvolved to over. ome 
the difficulties they encownter along the way 


ht was the abeence of negotiations, the vacuum created 
by British bad farth and the consequent fabure to address 
and resolve the causes of conflct which made the 
recurrence of Comlict possshMe 


For 18 months Sinn Fem has heen waiting a the 
negotiating taMic with others, bul not one word af 
negotiation has taken place 


APRN: If the British government has not heen engaged 
in the Irish peace process what has tt heen doing for the 
last 18 months’ 


Adams: lt has heen engaged in a very high risk irategy 
to stall and string owl the peace process, siretching 
it like a proce of clastic. ht has been engaged im the 
classic British counter. insurgency strategy of divide 
and rule lt has used one stalling device and precondition 
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efter another to undermune and fracture the nationalist 
comsensus in order to prevent inclusive diz ogue. Why” 
Because aegotiabons present the Brush with a real 
Gifhoulty, setting down in an inclusive political process 
to discuss real and fundamental politcal, democrat 
and conststutional change in all the relationships in this 
sland and between tae people of Ircland aad Britain 


Rather than engage meaningfully in the peace process 
the British government refused to address the injustices 
and inequalities which ted to conflict. In the last 15 
months we watched as Private Lee Clegg was freed and 
then promoted, as David Trimble and lan Paisicy gioat- 
ingly trudged through Portadown's Garvaghy Road, as 
the prison regime for irish prisoners in English jails 
hardened, as RUC [Royal Ulster Constabulary] brutality 
and the fuing of plastic Bullets against peaceful demon- 
stators was applauded and the wrecking of homes con- 
unued 


We watched as new previously unmentioned precondi- 
homs to our participation to all-party peace talks were 
unilaterally erected by the British. The Mitchell report 
on Gecomrmsssonming was unceremomously duraped by 
the British and the unionist proposal for a $'x-County 
election supported by Major's government, left no amn- 
guity at all about his endorsement of the unionist agenda 
im order to secure bis Own survival at Westminster 


| am somewhat bemused by the interest in my position 
which t& commng from sections of the media who 
previously were among the most vitriolic critics of my 
efforts. 


AP/RN: Much of the reaction to the ending of the 
cessation has focussed on your personal position a 
Presidem of Simm Fei, with accusations of loss of 
credimility and on the party's position now. How do 
you view ths’ 


Adams: | am somewhat bemused Dy the interest in my 
position which coming from sections of the media 
who previously were among the most vitriolic critics of 
my efforts 


| will continwe to fulfil the task which Sinn Fein has 
given me and to do thal to the best of my ability 


in the aftermath of the London bombings | have 
reflected on whether | could have done something 
different and it is up to others to reflect on their 
stewardship of the peace process. Mr Bruton must 
reflect, as John Major must definitely refiect on the 
lessons of the last 18 months. Por one thing is patently 
com uu fot " maihie 1O make peace if Ireland unicas 
the British government want to make peace also. lt 
is also vitally important that the lessons of conflict 
resolubon world-wide are applied to our situation in 
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ireland. li the political leaders in South Africa and the 
Middle East had alowed Dreakdowns of thei processes 
to Comtinuc then they would not have achecved what 
they have 


AP/RN: What of the current atiempts to isolate Sim 
Fein’ 


Adams: In the statement { released shorily after the first 
London bombing | called for calm to be currcises and 
it was not only disappointing but alarming that the Irish 
government engaged almost inunediately in a knee-jerk 
reacuon and abanuoned the very principle of inclusive 
dialogue on which Uns peace process was constructed 


In the days that foliowed the Sritish goverament fol 
lowed the Taotscach's lead while the unionists pub 
licly gloated at the crisis. The policies of isolavonism 
and alienavior have been resurrected in an attempt to 
margmmalise Sinn Fein and comtact at ministe’ia! level 
has been ended. These are the very same attempts which 
failed im the past and whech everyone knows will serve 
no useful purpose m geting Ue peace process Pack on 
tack. now of in the future 


AP/RN: Where to now’ 


Adams: | have been in touch with ail of the main pleyers 
who helped pul the peace process together. All of our 
efforts are focussed on putting the peace process back 
on tack. There ae obvious difficulties, not least ihe 
positions of the Irish and British governments, howeve: 
1 will not be deflected from the task and challenges 
ahead. To succeed we will need the help and support of 
people of goodwill everywhere 


UK: Tory Party Whip Quits Party Over Scott 
Report 

LD29020009% London PRESS ASSOCIATION 
in Emolish 23396 GMT 22 Feb 


[By Gavin Cordon) 


[PBIS Transcribed Text] Dissidemt Tory MP Peter 
Thuraham has written to the Prime Minister saying he 
is Quitting the party, bis constituency chairman said 
tonight 


Norman Critchley, chairman of the Bolton North East 
Conservative Association, said the MP was resigning 
the party whip temporarily in order to ‘take stack 


The shock announcement, following a 70-minute meet 
ing between Mr Major and Mr Thurnham ia the Prime 
Minister's Commons room, cuts the Government's ma 
jority from four to just two 


Mr Thurnham's decision casts dew over the Govern 
ments ability to win Monday night's crucial vote on 
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the Scott report. The timing of his decision comes as a 
huge embarrassment to the Tory hierarchy. 


After the MP’s meeting with Mr Major, senior party 
sources were insisting he had agreed to reconsider 
over the weekend his threat to sit as an independent 
Conservative. 


Less than two hours later, Mr Critchley appeared on 
BBC2’s Newsnight to announce the MP was definitely 
quitting. Mr Critchley angrily accused Mr Thurnham 
of an act of betrayal, claiming his action was riotivated 
more by his failure to find a safe seat at the next General 
Election rather than anger over the Scott Report. 


Mr Thurnham, who had a majority of just 185 at the 
last election, has made no secret of his desire to find a 
more winnable seat next time round. He was particularly 
upset that he was not even considered as a candidate for 
the Westmorland and Lonsdale seat where his home is. 
"I believe quite frankly that it is the consideration of the 
seat in Westmorland that is at the back of this because 
on Saturday morning when he made comments about 
the Scott inquiry he hadn't even read the Scott report,” 
Mr Critchley told Newsnight. 


"I don’t believe the Scott inquiry is anything to do with 
it whatsoever. I am heartbroken frankly, not only for 
the work my officers have done but heartbroken for all 
the loyal supporters in Bolton. They are really taking 
a beating over this. I feel so annoyed at him for not 
considering all the people in Bolton who have tramped 
the streets for years raising money and working and 
canvassing on his behalf.” 


The Prime Minister was said to be “astonished” by 
tonight's development - particularly as they had agreed 
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to meet again next week after the MP had had time to 
consider what they discussed. 


It came as a further blow to the Government on a 
day when Sir Richard Scott had publicy intervened 
in the row over his report to rebuke ministers for 
misrepresenting his words. 


Mr Thurnham is the third Tory MP to quit the party 
ranks, following the defections last year of Alan 
Howarth to Labour and Emma Nicholson to the Liberal 
Democrats. 


Although he has indicated he will sit as an independent 
Conservative, rather than join the ranks of one of the 
Opposition parties, his departure will nevertheless be a 
body blow to party morale. 


Labour’s Chief Whip Donald Dewar said he was not 
alone among Tory MPs in his feelings of discontent 
over the way the party was going. 


"This is further evidence that the Tory Party is disinte- 
grating under the weight of its own divisions,” he said. 


“There is no doubt that many more Tory MPs feel 
the same way as Mr Thurnham. They know that the 
disgraceful way that John Major and his ministers 
are misrepresenting the findings of the Scott report is 
turning the country against this Governemnt in ¢ cr 
increasing numbers.” 


Liberal Democrat Chief Whip Archie Kirkwood said: “I 
am not surprised that someone with a conscience like 
Peter Thurnham now finds it impossible to support this 
Government. He is typical of many thousands of people 
up and down the country.” 
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Ireland: Spring Wants ‘Firm Date’ for All-Party 
Talks 


LD2302120696 London PRESS ASSOCIATION 
in English 1200 GMT 23 Feb 96 


(FBIS Transcribed Text] Deputy Irish Prime Minister 
Dick Spring today warned that the Northern Ireland 
peace process would not be restored unless a firm date 
was fixed for all-party negotiations on Ulster’s future. 


He also underlined the importance of getting agreement 
between the British and Irish governments in time for an 
early peace summit between Mr Major and John Bruton. 


Mr Spring, speaking in the wake of the latest Conser- 
vative defection, declared: “I would like to think that 
Mr Major would take a risk for peace, irrespective of 
domestic politics, if the opportunity was there, to put 
the peace process back on the rails.” 


He was confident that the Labour opposition would 
support Mr Major on any move he made on Northern 
Ireland, and not be “hijacked” by the Ulster Unionists 
in Westminster. 

“Obviously the important thing is to have a summit as 
soon as possible, which will set out the programmes 
and agreements of both governments as to how we can 
make progress. 

"If we get that, we have a prospect of restoring the peace 
process. Without it, we are in serious difficulties,” said 
Mr Spring. 

"Most important of all is the question of a fixed date for 
all- party talks. All routes must lead us to that. 


"Unless we have a date for all-party talks we are not 
going to get the peace process back on the rails.” 


He hoped the peace process could be restored before 
President Bill Clinton faced “the very difficult question” 
of granting a new entry visa for Sinn Fein leader Gerry 
Adams and permitting his party to raise funds in the 
United States. 


Ireland: Adams, Fianna Fail’s Aherne Hold Talks 
LD2202200896 Dublin RTE Radio One Network 
in English 1830 GMT 22 Feb 96 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] The Fianna Fail leader Bertie 
Ahern has Jescribed his two-and-a-half hour meeting 
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with Sinn Fein this evening as one of the frankest he 
ever had. The party's leader, Gerry Adams, said the 
meeting was positive and said it was only by dialogue 
that the peace process can be revived. He described the 


present situauion as very grave. 


Mr. Ahern told journalists that he had told Mr. Adams 
that the IRA campaign of violence must stop now. The 
Fianna Fail leader Mr Ahern: 


[Ahern] We have had a very serious discussion over the 
two and a half hours. All of the questions that I think that 
have been in the public domain over the last few weeks 
were raised and debated at considerable length. We, as 
& party, stressed our absolute abhorrence to violence 
in all forms and an absolute shock and dismay at the 
events of the last few weeks from the Canary Wharf 
bombing to the other events that happened. We, in the 
strongest way possibie, asked Sinn Fein to use their 
own influence on the IRA to stop the bombing and 
the violence in all forms immediately. We discussed 
how we believed that it was essential for the two 
governments to move towards all-party talks as soon as 
possible within the three-strand process. And we also 
al some length discussed the various proposals that are 
in the public domain, especially how we in Fianna Fail 
view the value of Senator Mitchell's contribution and 
how that should be expanded on, and how Sinn Fein 
could use their influence along with everybody else to 
try to use the Mitchell principles, the Mitchell report, 
and his skills to try to get agreement. 


[Adams] Yes, I think it’s very important to recall that 
Fianna Fail played a very crucial role in government, in 
putting together the peace process. So I think we have 
had a very constructive, serious discussion with them. 
Sinn Fein have, as you know, [words indistinct] have 
been engaged in a whole networking of discussion and 
dialogue over the last while. I think its going to be a 
very difficult chore to put the peace process back on 
the rails. But that is the challenge facing all of us, it's a 
challenge which everyone, the basic people and political 
leadership, have to be prepared to take up. That's, that's 
what we all need to do, is to get dialogue going, to get 
honest dialogue between the parties going, and for all 
of us to accept the responsibilities [words indistinct]. 
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Germany: Reuhe Calls For Reduced U.S. Role in 
NATO 


MS2302113396 London FINANCIAL TIMES 
in English 23 Feb 96 p2 


(Report by Quentin Peel including remarks by German 
Defense Minister Volker Reuhe: “Reuhe'’s Mission to 
europeanise Nato") 

(FBIS Transcribed Text] Mr Volker Reuhe, Germany's 
combative defence minister, is a noted Anglophile and 
a committed Atlanticist. He loves to speak English, and 
show off his knowledge of the British system. 


So when he visits London preaching the need for a 
European defence identity, he seems able to disarm even 
such a committed EBurosceptic as Mr Michael Portillo, 
his British counterpart. 

His new theme is the Europeanisation of Nato: the need 
to reform the Atlantic alliance so that the Europeans 
Can issume much more responsibility for crisis manage- 
ment, if the Americans do not want to become involved. 
He also wants the same process of reform to disman- 
tle the old cold war structures of the alliance, so that 


enlargement to cast and central Europe can go ahead 
without infuriating the Russians. 


On top of that, he wants the European Union to gain 
a clear defence identity, with the gradual integration 
of the Western European Union into the EU. And he 
wants to build a thoroughly integrated European defence 
industry, capable of competing with the US in global 
markets. 


It is a radical agenda, and one the British government, 
at least, is likely to treat with considerable caution. Yet 
Mr Reuhe is convinced that even London is open to 
persuasion. 


After talks this week with Mr Portillo, he emerged 
beaming with self-confidence. "We have had very long 
discussions on Europe,” he said. “1 Think he is moving 
towards the centre.” 


They may not agree on the fine detail of new defence 
structures, he admits, but they agree on the basic 
philosophy. 

Mr Reuhe’s argument is that two historical develop- 
ments are happening simultaneously, and they are en- 
tirely compatible: “The Americans want to be relieved 


in Burope, and the Europeans want to have a stronger 
identity,” he says. 


“Our main philosophy has always been — and here 
Great Britain in the past had a different new — that 
the only way to keep the Americans in Europe is to do 
more for the European defence identity. When we said 
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that first, in the 1980s, and started the [Franco- German] 
Eurocorps, the British said: “No, you are driving the 
Americans out of Europe’ .” 


Today, he believes the British have accepted his view, 
driven not least by clear signals from Washington that 
the US also wants a stronger European defence identity. 
“This philosophy is now shared.” However, putting it 
imto practice, he admits, is going to be difficult. 


His top priority is Nato reform. “(We need] to create 
a new Nato that is ready to do the jobs of the 
future, which are not just collective defence,” he says. 
“To prepare new structures for the opening of Nato 
for new members, and to prepare structures for the 
Europeanisation of Nato, wherever that is necessary.” 


In effect, he wants to have flexible structures capable 
of being all-European. At the moment most commands 
are held by US officers. 


“What we are talking about is the levels of headquarters, 
to give the necessary ficxibility so that they can be 
led by Europeans only. The Nato structures now are 
mirroring very much the past. A lot of the Nato 
headquarters still mirror the cold war, and the fixed 
situation between cast and west. We are thinking about 
radical change. We need to make the Europeans able to 
deal with a crisis situation that has to be dealt with by 
Europeans alone.” 


He cites the present example of the Nato peacekeeping 
force in Bosnia as what may become an increasingly 


rare example of US direct participation in Europe. 


“In the next crisis, the Americans may not iake such a 
decision,” he says. 


The Nato structures he sees as models for the future are 
the British-commanded Allied Rapid Reaction Corps, 
and the Eurocorps. 


As for Nato enlargemeat, he believes a Europeanised 
alliance should not be regarded as hostile by future Rus- 
sian leaders. “It is not the old Nato that is expanding,” 
he says. “It is a new Nato that is opening.” 


Nato enlargement should go hand-in-hand with enlarge- 
ment of the EU, although noi necessarily simultane- 
ously. He admits that the actual process of joining the 
EU is likely to be more difficult for the countries of 
central and eastern Europe, than Nato enlargement. 


“When you go into Nato, you do not need a modern 
tank,” he says. “You do need a modern agriculture to 
join the EU.” 

Parallel to his vision of the Europeanisation of Nato, he 
wants to see a stronger defence identity in the EU. That 
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is undoubtedly where he would part company from Mr 
Portillo. 

He wants to begin the process now of preparing for 
a full EU-WEU merger. But, in the first place, that 
would simply mean secking EU endorsement for WEU 
operations. 

"We have said that in defence matters, we need a 
coalition of the wiliing he says. He calls the German 
idea the ‘solidarity clause’”. [sentence as published] 
"Nobody can be told by anybody else to send his 
soldiers somewhere. But if the WEU members go for a 
mission, we would still ask the non-WEU members of 
the EU to give their political support.” 

He also wants to see the EU defence ministers holding 
regular meetings, li<e all their other ministerial coun- 
terparts. On that he believes the French will back him. 
But he admits he is not so sure of Mr Portillo. 


"I think we can agree on pragmatic steps, but the British 
so far are not ready to look into the future, where the 
EU and WEU will be merged.” 


Germany: Rueche Says Kussia Should Cooperate on 
NATO 


AU2202145296 Munich SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG 
in German 22 Feb 9 pi 


Report by “ub”: "Plan For NATO's Eastward Expansion 
Will Be Adhered To") 


([FBIS Translated Text) Despite the recent sharp objec- 
tions form Moscow, Defense Minister Volker Ruche 
maintains that Poland and other reform countries could 
join NATO by the year 2000. “Our casvern neighbors 
can rely on it that the Alliance will remain on course in 
the opening-up process,” Ruche told SUEDDEUTSCHE 
ZEITUNG. “The first negotiations on admitting new 
members can be expected in 1997.” 


the resolutions of the western alliance are clear. “The 
process of opening-up has started and is irreversible. 
NATO and the EU opened themselves up because it 
would have been anti-historical and immoral for them 
to shut themselves to the desires of their neighbors.” 


The defense minister spoke cautiously about the stance 
of Russian President Boris Yeltsin who, following talks 
with Chancellor Kohi, had said: "We are stating with 
determination that we are opposed to NATO's eastward 
expansion up to Russia's borders. The Russians know 
very well what NATO means.” Speaking of Yeltsin's 
remark, Ruche said: “I fear that the way NATO has 
changed and is still changing has not yet become public 
knowledge to an adequate extent.” He said there is a 


FBIS-WEU-96-037 
23 February 1996 


new NATO, whose policy is determined by cooperation 
and an castward shift of the fulcrum stability. “1 hope as 
many Russians as possible quickly learn about NATO's 
new partnership with Russia,” said Ruche. “The more 
Russia cooperates with NATO, the more stable the 
situation on Russia's borders will be. The same goes for 
Ukraine and Belarus. By the way, the more partnership 
emerges into the foreground, the further defense recedes 
into the background.” 


Ruche said that the NATO Council will decide on 
further steps in the opening-up process in December. 
“There is no Russian veto against the admission of 
new members. Russia itself has recognized the basic 
principle whereby any European country can join the 
alliance of its choice.” 


Speaking about Yeltsin's remarks whereby he and Kohl 
had concurred that the question of NATO's expansion 
“must be postponed indefinitely,” Ruehe said: “There 
is no talk of any postponement, because no further 
decisions were envisaged prior to the end of 1996. The 
opening of NATO is also closely linked to that of the 
EU. Therefore, what Kohl already said in Warsaw in 
summer 1995 is to be considered realistic.” Here, Ruche 
quoted the chancellor's words spoken at the time: “We 
Germans support with profound conviction the Polish 
desire to join the EU and NATO.” To this, Koh! had 
added: “By this, | expressly mean admission still in this 
decade, in other words by the end of this century.” 


Germany: Report Says Russian Army in ‘Profound 
Crisis’ 


AU2302120796 Berlin DIE WELT in German 
23 Feb 9 pi 


[Report by Ruediger Moniac: “Soldiers — Mardly 
Ready for Action”) 


(FBIS Translated Tzxt) Bonn — Russia's armed forces 
are in a profound crisis. As a result of lack of money 
at personnel as weli as deficiencies in training but 
also following the rapid loss of popularity among the 
population, they are internally so weak that they are no 
longer able to carry out large-scale operations outside 
the borders of the former Soviet Union. This conclusion 
has been reached by an analysis that was drawn up 
jointly by the Defense Ministry and the Foreign Ministry 
for the Bundestag Defense Committee. 


A total of 51 of 81 divisions are not ready for action, 
the government report notes. li is not possible to see 
how the training of the Russian armed forces could be 
fundamentally improved in view cf their “considerable 
underfinancing.” Everywhere in the Army, Air Force, 
and Navy ammunition and fuel are lacking. There is also 
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20,000. There is not yet any “consolidated” information 


1 am delighted to be able to take part in the Munich 
Conference on Security Policy once again. The institu- 
tion that you have set up as a forum for the transatlantic 
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exchange of ideas has enjoyed an excellent reputation 
for a long time. The participants in these meetings have 
always benefitted greatly from the talks and discussions 
held here in Munich. We all have special occasion to 
express our particular thanks to you, Mr. Von Kleist. 


Today, Europe finds itself in a decisive phase of shaping 
our common future. The issue is one of securing 


long-term peace and freedom for our continent. The 
foundations in this regard are the continued, determined 
pursuit of European unification and close transatlantic 


cooperation. At the same time, Europe must be prepared 
to assume a greater degree of responsibility, both jointly 
and in its own right. 

In addition, we must exploit all the opportunities that 
exist for bolstering security in Europe through using 
and strengihening such tried and tested institutions as 
the Councii of Europe and the OSCE [Organization 
for Security and Cooperation in Europe). The Munich 
conference provides a good opportunity for an intensive 
exchange of views that can provide our work with 
further important stimuli. 


Ladies and gentlemen, we are meeting a! a time that sees 
the Atlantic alliance furnishing impressive proof of its 
determination to act and of its ability to address new 
tasks. By assuming a leadership role in the international 
peace force for former Yugoslavia, the alliance is 
putting its ability to act to the test. 


The alliance is continually developing and assuming 
new tasks. The United States, the European states, 
Russia, and Japan, but also the Islamic countries, are 
cooperating in former Yugoslavia to achieve one goal: 
We want to make a common effort to help enable 
the suffering people of that region to finally live in 
peace. This cooperation can provide a pointer for the 
future regarding ensuring future peace and Coexistence 
in Europe. At the same time, this great peace mission 
being performed by the Atlantic alliance shows how 
essential the toansatlantic alliance is for our common 
security. 


By making a substantial contribution to the international 
peace force, the United States has made it clear that 
peace and stability in Europe are a common, transat- 
lantic concern. The deployment of several thousand 
American troops to support peace in former Yugoslavia 
shows thai the Americans are commitied to Europe. We 
Europeans are grateful to them for that. 


Ladies and gentlemen, the NATO Council will meet 
in Berlin in June. Puture NATO tasks and security 
in Europe will be among the important subjects under 
discussion. Both the issues that will be examined as well 
as the place where the mecting will be held reflect the 
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changed situation in Europe. The holding of a meeting 
of this kind in Berlin would have been unthinkable just 
a few years ago. Today, it is something quite normal. At 
the NATO summit meeting in January 1994, the alliance 
offered the states of central, eastern, and southeastern 
Europe a “Partnership for Peace.” At the same time, 
the alliance stressed that membership was also open to 
other Eurepcan states. In this way, the alliance wants to 
contribute to security and stability in Europe. 

The recently released study on NATO expansion points 
the way for further development. This year will see 
the alliance continuing an intensive dialogue with the 
countries of central and eastern Europe. 

and countries that formerly belonged to the Warsaw 
Pact is important at this very time. Good progress has 
already been achieved. I am thinking of, for example, 
joint excerises within the framework of the Partnership 
for Peace that have involved the participation of troops 
from NATO states alongside units from, for example, 
Poland, the Czech Republic, and Romania. I would also 
like to mention the fact that Hungary has made its 
territory available for the organization of supplies for 
the U.S. troop components in Bosnia. 


The wish to join the alliance that has been voiced by our 
nieghbors in the east is — and I would like to stress this 
— a legitimate one. It has been taken up by democratic 
States in our common Europe. It has found broad support 
from parliaments and public opinion in NATO member 
States. 

W; must approach the opening up of NATO in a 
careful and politically prudent manner, because the steps 
involved are ones that will have a wide-reaching impact 
on the alliance itself security in the Europe of the 
future. We Germans and Europeans have a basic interest 
in seeing NATO remain stable and capable of action in 
the future. We also have a major interest in seeing the 
development of partner-like and friendly relations with 
We must take account of the legitimate security interests 
of Russia and Ukraine. It is self-evident that a question 
of this importance can only have a harmful effect if it is 
made into an issue in the Russian or even the American 


presidential election campaigns. 


The alliance treats Russia's concerns seriously. It has, 
therefore, always stated that it is ready to develop 
and deepen cooperation with Russia. This has been 
expressly supported by the FRG Government. It is our 
desire that this cooperation should develop into a special 
relationship between NATO and Russia, one that could 
become the core of Burore’s future security architecture. 
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We should acknowledge the changes that are taking 
place in Russia. At no time should we forget that 
Russia is a great country, a country with a great history, 
with great traditions, and a country that has made 
important contributions to mankind's culture. In this 
sense, Russia's participation in the peace process in 
former Yugoslavia can been seen as indicative of the 
new qualitative dimension to relations between Russia 
and NATO. This cooperation can serve as a model for 
future cooperation in Europe. 


Ladies and gentlemen, collective defense remains the 
alliance’s core task. However, the alliance must also be 
increasingly able to deal with crises and guarantee se- 
curity and stability throughout Europe. To address these 
new tasks, current alliance political and military struc- 
tures and procedures must be adjusted and developed. 
An important aspect of this is the participation of states 
that are not alliance members in peace operations. 


Leaner and more flexible alliance structures are also 
needed to promote the further development of Europe's 
security and defense identity 


I particularly velcome France's decision to work on 
the reform o: NATO within the Atlantic alliance in 
the future and to intensify cooperation with NATO's 
military and military policy agencies. Europe's ability 
to act in alliance will profit as a result. 

Ladies and gentlemen, with only a few years left to the 
turn of the century, we in Europe find ourselves in a 
period of transition of historic dimensions. The fall of 
the Iron Curtain, the collapse of communism, and the 
peaceful reunification of Germany have presented our 
continent with new opportunities for coexistence. These 
opportunities should be used to further develop Europe. 


Peace and liberty are by no means self-evident on 
our continent. They have to be secured on a day-to- 
day basis. That is because the direct threat that was 
experienced during the days of the East-West conflict 
has been replaced by incalculable dangers that are no 


less great. 


There is no sensible alternative to increasingly closer 
association on the part of the people's of Europe. We 
all need a united Europe. In reality, European unification 
is a question of war and peace in the 21st century. 
Nationalism has — let us remember the first 50 years 
of this century — caused great suffering in our part of 
the world. 


“Nationalism is war.” That is what my late friend Pran- 
cois Mitterrand said before the European Parliament in 
Strasbourg on 17 January 1995. If there is a lack of com- 
mitment to proceeding with European unification, then 
there will not only be stagnation but also regression. 
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But we do not want — and I wish to emphasize that in 
saying so | am speaking on behalf of the great majority 
of Germans — a return to the old-style nation-state. It 
cannot solve the great problems of the 21st century. 


i owever, we also need Europe for our common word 
to carry weight in the world. We can only pursue our 
common interests in an appropriate manner if we speak 
with one voice and pool our encrgy. We also need 
Europe to remain competitive in world markets. We can 
only prove ourselves in global competition with other 
great eccnomic zones by acting together. 


In addition, we Germans have our special reasons for 
needing a united Europe more than others. We have 
more neighbors than any other country in Europe. What 
happens in neighboring countries affects us directly and 
vice versa. There is much that we in particular owe to 
European unification. That all our neighbors should one 
day belong to the EU lies in our fundamental national 
interest. 


However, reason also dictates that we Germans should 
constantly remind ourselves of how we are seen by our 
neighbors. The image that we have today is still shaped 
by the burdens of the past, but also by the fact that we 
have a population of 80 million and are an economic 
force. 


Thus, German foreign policy ™us clearly adhere to the 
principles and goals of European unification. It is, there- 
fore, the goal of the government that I head to promote 
the European unification process in a determined man- 
ner atid to make it irreversible. 


Ladies and gentlemen, the governmental conference on 
the reform of the EU will take place in Turia at the end 
of March. Giving the EU a clear foreign and security 
policy profile will be a priority task for that conference. 
However, I am aware that there is great skepticism in 
this regard, especially in view of the experiences of the 
past few years. 


Nevertheless, in the future, Europe must be prepared 
to assume greater responsibility for tasks related to 
resolving European and international crises. The WEU 
[Western European Union] has an important role to 
play in this respect, both as the European pillar of the 
Atlantic alliance and as the defense component of the 
EU. Without defense components, European unification 
will always remain incomplete. 


In view of the great number of potential conflicts that 
exist, we should not expect the United States always to 
assume the role of the guardian of order in the European 
house. That is why more intensive efforts aimed at 
developing a common foreign and security are required 
on the part of the Europeans. 
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It will certainly not be possible to create an indepe: 
dent European security and defense identity overnig! 
However, we must set a Course in substantive terms | 
tegrating the WEU with the EU is and will remun | 
medium-term aim. The governmental conference m 
produce a good measure of progress along this pat! 
the basis of the Maastricht Treaty. 


The governmental conference should ensure that th 
two institutions move closer together in stages. Ther 
already is extensive agreement that the goals of the 
WEU's Petersberg Declaration on humanitanan mis 
sions and peace-keeping measures should be anchored 
in the Maastricht Treaty. This would indeed not onl) 
represent an important step toward bringing the two in 
stitutions closer together, but would also bring those E| 
member states that are not members of the WEU closer 
to that organization. 


In addition, we she uid also consider establishing guide 

lines for the Council of Europe's powers in relation to 
the WEU and a solidarity clause that would apply to al! 
the EU member states, one analgous to the assistance 
guarantees contained in the WEU and NATO treaty. I 
cannot be the case that within the EU, which we under 

stand to be a community based on solidarity, there are 
those who are responsible for security aad defense on 
the one hand and those who are responsible for trade or 

the other hand. 


Ladies and gentlemen, without a genuine common tor 

cign aid security policy, without pooling the energy o! 
member states, the EU will not be able to sustain its val 

ues and interests in Europe and throughout the world on 
a long-term basis. That is why — alongside bringing the 
WEU closer to the EU — the governmental conference 
should also consistently develop the provisions of the 
Maastricht Treaty pertaining to a common foreign and 
security policy. 


In my opinion, we should establish common Europea 
interests and undertake to act jointly in the pursu' 
of those interests. We do, of course, need appropriatc 
structures and instruments. Urtil now, the possibilities 
offered by Brussels are inadequate for producing the 
analyses that would serve as a basis for common action 
Incidentally, to be capable of action, we must also create 
better conditions for speaking with one voice 


Ladies and gentlemen, developments in neighboring re 
gions are of decisive importance for the secucity of Eu 
rope, Sustained, joint efforts are needed to promote po 
ltical and economic stability in these regions. Along- 
side Central and Eastern Europe, | am thinking of the 
Mediterranean region, extending from North Africa to 
the Middle East. 
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Poverty and a lack of prospects for the future on the part 
of the younger genertion are fertile soil for religious 
fanatic.sm, which is always a threat to peace. The 
success of the peace process between Israel and ihe Arab 
states is of key importance for the future of the region. 


One should not believe that treaties alone can create 


peace: They can only open the door to peace. How- 
ever, if a majority of the population sees there being 
little prospect of a civilized and peaceful future, then 
the danger of more tadicalism and fundamentalism in- 
creases. Along with other countries, Europe must make 
its contribution to implementing the peace process. We 
should also carefully examine whether something simi- 
lar to the Marshall Plan for the reconstruction of Europe 
following World War II would not be necessary for the 


development of a peaceful Middle East. 


Ladies and gentlemen, Curopean efforts aimed ai 
strengthening a common foreign and security policy 
should not lead to a weakening of transatlantic part- 
nership. We should do both: Provide Europe with 
the ability to act and bolster our transatlantic links. 
The latter ensured that we had 40 years of living in 
peace and freedom. They are and will remain of vital 
importance for the security and stability of Europe. 


We want to continue to consolidate and deepen the 

ip between Europe and the United States. 
This entails closer coordination and cooperation in all 
areas pertaining to Common interests. We welcome the 
Transatlantic Agenda and the action pian for the coming 
years that were agreed on at the summit meeting with 
President Clinton held under the Spanish EU presidency 
on 3 December 1995. 


In view of the changed framework conditions of global 
politics, it is the goal of German foreign policy to 
further deepen German-US. relations. This entails the 
expansion of our economic, scientific, and cultural 
cooperation and, above all, increased contact between 
young people on both sides of the Atlantic. 


In November 1993, President Clinton and | established 
the German-American Council, which is to serve as a 
forum for meetings between young scientists above all. 
All the possibilities that exist for economic exchange 
are still far from exhausted. I would like to see more 
German firms investing in the United States and more 
American firms investing in Germany, especially in the 
new laender. it is a good investment for the future. 


Ladies and gentlemen, we Germans experienced direct 
suffering during the Cold War as a result of the division 
of our country. We know from experience that peace 
and liberty do not come free. 
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Speaking here two years ago, | said: “Historical expe- 
rience dictates that Germany should not stand on the 
sidelines when the issucs al stake are peace and free- 
dom in the world and in Europe. We want to and must 
assume responsibility at the side of our partners.” And 
1 would like to add: “Reliatility zad the ability to act in 
alliance constitute the basic capital of German foreign 
policy. Special German policy courses in Europe and 
the world inevitably lead to political isolation 


Last December, we adopted a decision to the effect that 
we would participate in the international peace force 
to safeguard the Bosnia-Herzegovina peace treaty with 
4,000 Bundeswehr troops. Thus, Germany underscored 
its readiness to actively participate in securing peace in 
Europe in a concrete manners 


The debate that was conducted in the Bundestag with 
great seriousness and the broad approval for the dispatch 
of the German contingent that was obtained from 
parliament last December show that our country is 
ready to fulfill the cxapectations that the international 
community has vf Germany following its uniiication 


Ladies and gentlemen, let me say something about 
the way in which our Bundeswehr is rooted in the 
democratic society of the FRG. For 40 years, the 
Bundeswehr has made an important contribution to 
safeguarding peace within the framework of the Atlantic 
alliance. 


Last year, during celebrations to mark the 40th anniver- 
sary of the establishment of the Bundeswehr, it became 
apparent that the Busdeswehr can rely on the support 
of the population. This support has grown because the 
experience of former Yugoslavia, which is only an hour 
away from Germany by plane, has shown many Ger- 
mans that the German soldicrs who are there along with 
their comrades from the alliance are also guarantecing 
our freedom and our peace 


Germany needs a Bundeswehr that can meet new 
challenges and is appropriately equipped. This also 
entails the retention of conscription. It is and will 
remain an expression of civic responsibilicy in a liberal 
democratic society. We need ermed forces that are 
capable of defending the country. They must also be 
capable of responding to crises within the framework of 
the alliance. Ultimately, they must be available to the 
international Community if our assistance is required 


Over the past few years, the Bundeswehr hus been 
providing increasing support to the United Nations in 
tasks related to the preservation of peace — in, for 
example, Yugoslavia and Irag as well as in Cambcdia 
and Somalia before that. To some extent, this is also 
an expression of solidarity with our alliance partners 
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as we have known them over the past 40 years in 
guarantecing our security and freedom. Displaying this 
kind of solidarity should be something self-evident for 
the Germans. Following difficult political discussions, 
the Federal Constitutional Court finally provided the 
necessary legal clarity with the ruling that it issued last 
summer. 


We want to address the challenges that we face in 
creating future Eurcpean security together with our 
partners and friends. The establishment of links between 
important components of the German Armed Forces 
and units belonging to our European allies show what 
progress we have made along this path. 


I would like to mention the Euro Corps, the cooperation 
within the Franco-German brigade, and the newly 
created German-Dutch Corps as important examples. | 
am also thinking of the possibility of enabling young 
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French and German conscripts to perform thei military 
service in cach other's countries. We should follow this 
example in relations with out other partncrs 


Ladies and gentlemen, 10 or 20 years ago who would 
have thought that we could have jointly made so 
much progress in Europe. The Atlantic alliance and 
European unification have made a decisive contribution 
to peace, freecom, and rising prosperity in Europe. We 
have managed to achieve this despite all manner of 
difficulties and some setbacks 


Th is why I am confident that Europe will come into 
being, and this also applies to security and defense pol- 
icy. Let us cast aside timidity and narrow-mindedness 
and proceed forward step by step — calmly anc pa- 
uently, and with a sound sense of judgement anc the 
right lodestar 
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and no human rights violations [in Cuba). 
does not see any hope for improvements in 
relations with the United States. Anti Halinen reports. 


Cuba has in the last three years fundamentally changed 


its economy bdut the future is still largely dependent on 
the success of this year’s sugar crop. Robaina says that 


no Catastrophe now like last year when 
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[Report by Erik R. Selmer: “Historic Visit to Oslo") 


([FBIS Translated Text] It was an historic visit which 
began yesterday when Cuban Foreign Minister Roberto 
Robaina met Prime Minister Gro Harlem Brundtland 
and Foreign Minister Bjorn Tore Godal for political 
talks. 


It was the first time ever that a Cuban minister had 
visited Norway, not only since the revolution was 
victorious 37 years ago, but also since Cuba was given 
its independence at the turn of the century. The visit is 
therefore an important sign that relations between the 
two Countries are now to be stepped up after being kept 
to a bare minimum for many years. 


Fidel’s Successor? 


Nor is the former leader of the Communist youth 
league just anybody in today’s Cuba. He is mentioned 
increasingly often as a probable successor the day Fidel 
Castro chooses to retire. 


But Roberto Robaina did not want to discuss ARBEI- 
DERBLADET's suggestion that he might be Fidel’s 
successor in five years’ time. 

“Perhaps I will surprise you one day by coming here to 
Scandinavia with Fidel. Then you will see Fidel sitting 


where | am sitting today, while | myself am sitting 
somewhere cise,” Foreign Minister Robaina said. 


He said that Cubans do not feel a need to find a 
replacement for Fidel, not because he is irreplaceabic, 
but because there is no need to replace him. 


"We Cubans are the first to know that Fidel is still in 
possession of all his faculties. | can assure you that the 
future of the country is not dependent on one person 
alone. If there is one thing Fidel personally has taught 
us, it is Collective participation in the decisionmaking 
processes.” 


Human Rights 


On the Norwegian side a central theme yesterday was 
the human rights situation in Cuba. Robaina emphasized 
that Cubans do not like their country being specially 
marked out. If you are going to talk about human rights, 
you should talk about human rights in every country 























‘buman rights.” If you are going to talk about human 
rights, you must talk about the right to life, education, 
” the Cuban foreign minister said. 


Even though the United States is maintaining its eco- 
nomic blockade of Cuba, there are great changes under- 
way in the country, which is in the process of opening 
itself up both economically and politically. Norway, to- 
gether with the EU countries, has not wanted to let it- 
self be dictated to by the American blockade policy and 
has directed strong criticism at the United States in the 


"More and more people are supporting us, in the United 
States, too,” he said, convinced that the blockade +l! 
be lifted some day. 
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Put it will sot happen this year, as it is an clection 
year. “And neither will it happen by our renouncing our 
independence.” 


Not a Subject for Negotiation 


“Our sovereignty, independence, and our socialist way 
are not a subject for negotiation. No country in the 
world is going to dictate to us whal it is up to the 
Cubans themselves to decide. If anyone believes that 
our independence can be exchanged for an end to the 
boycott, then the boycott will never be lifted,” Robaina 
said. 


“We are willing to talk to the United States at any time, 
but on one condition: that no conditions be made.” 


Multiparty System 


Roberto Robaina was also asked whether a multiparty 
system can be expected in Cuba. But he rejected this 
“That is not our way,” he said. “Cuba is under attack as 
never before. We do not want to divide ourseives,” he 
said, drawing the same conclusion as the hero of Cuban 
independence Jose Marti drew after a defeat during the 


struggle for independence against the Spanish colonial 
power in the last century. 
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2 CYPRUS 


Cyprus: Denktas on EU Coordinator, EU Policy 


TA2202110996 Nicosia Bayrak Radio in Turkish 
1630 GMT 21 Feb % 


(FBIS Translated Excerpt) (passage omitted) Asked to 
comment on Greek Cypriot press reports on whether or 
not he will agree to meet with EU Cyprus coordinator 
Frederico di Roberto, President Rauf Denktas has said 
that the Greek Cypriots are trying to draw conclusions 
from the fact that he is agrecirg to meet with di Roberto 
after having noi agreed to moet with the former EU 


Cyprus coordinator Serge Abou 


Denktas said that despite Turkish Cypriot objections, 
Abou was appointed as a result of Kiiridhis’ demands, 


secretary general deeply involved the EU in the Cyprus 
question through Abou's appointment. Abou came and 
contacted only the Greek Cypriots. He did not say that 
by ing only the Greek Cypriots he cannot write a 
report on Cyprus. He looked at the Greek Cypriot side 
and drew up a report saying that the whole of Cyprus 
is at the level, politically and economically, of being an 
EU member. In this way, he placed himself in a very 
difficult and strange posivion 


Denktas said that the current EU Cyprus coordinator 
was appointed after he, Denktas, had been consulted 
The difference between Abou and di Roberto is obvious, 
he said. He went on to say that the Turkish Cypriots 
maintain the view that the appeal to join the EU on 
behalf of the whole of Cyprus was invalid. In fact, he 
said, our view is being reinforced everyday by secing 
how, encouraged by Greece, the EU approaches the 
Cyprus problem. 


Denkias stressed that the Turkish Cypriots want respect 
for the supremacy of law. He added: The supremacy of 
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law confirms that the Greek Cypriots do not represent 
the Turkish Cypriots under any condition. Anytudy 
who ignores that cannot balance fairness and justice m 


Cyprus 


Replying to another question, Denktas said that he did 
not receive any information to the effect that France 
had proposed the establishment of an EU coordmation 
group for Cyprus. He went on to say that he wants the 
EU to give up on efforts to remove the Cyprus ques- 
von from the framework of the goodwill mission of the 
UN secretary general. He said: The EU proved that a 
Cannot act neutrally regarding the Cyprus protiem after 
having accepted the unilateral Greek Cypriot member 
ship appeal as a valid appeal from the legitimate Cyprus 
government. The harm inflicted on us by the ruling of 
the EU Court of Justice is obvious. By acceting repre 
sentatives of the Greek Cypriot Administration — which 
violated human rights in Cyprus for years — as member 
or chairman of various EU bodies, the EU has shown 
to whal extent it can go. The fact that, after the latest 
Greek-Turkish crisis, the European Parliament passed a 
resolution in favor of Greece without considering the 
principles of justice, law, or fairness, shows the damage 
the EU inflicts on the Cyprus question 


Denktas said that he does not want to say anything more 
on the French proposal about which he does not yet have 
any information 


Denktas expressed the hope that the EU will take steps 
to end the injustice and discrimination (preceding word 
in English] leveled at the Turkish Cypriots for the 
past 32 years. To start, Denktas said, at every forum 
where the Cyprus problem is discussed, the Greck 
Cypriots must be clearly told that a resolution will not 
be reached unless their opponents, the Turkish Cypriot 
representatives, are heard as well. Uniess this is done 
we will view any EU intervention as pro-Greek Cypriot, 
and that will trigger our regrets and reaction 
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Greece: Simitis Comments on Recall of Turkish 
Ambassador 


NC2202192896 Athens Elliniki Ra@ucfoma Radio 
Network in Greet 1800 GMT 22 Feb 


(PBIS Translated Text] We have just received the 
following report. Pnme Minister Konsiandinos Simuus 
made the following statement on Turkey's decision to 
recall its ambassador in Athens for consultations: Why 
Turkey recalled its ambassador is its own decision. Let 
it explain. Turkey must get used to the fact that from 
now on we will be moving within the community and 
its stance will have repercussions. Simutis concluded his 
statement: We are not interested ia the ambassador's 
recall. 


Greece: \'K"s Rifkind’s Views Presented, Analyzed 


NC2202191096 Athens ELE VTHEROTIPIA in Greek 
22 Feb % pe 


{imerview with British Foreign Secretary Malcolm 


Rifkind by correspondent Kire Adham; place and date 
not given] 


(PBIS Translated Text) Great Britain is hiding behind 
its position that the bilateral problems, conflicts, and 
conmtestations can only be solved by the interested par- 
ties through direct dialogue. It also systematically re- 
frains from expressing any potion that would indicate 
any more “EU solidarity” toward Greece than toward 
Turkey, which is connected with the EU 


In his interview with ELEVTHEROTIPIA, British For- 
eign Secretary Malcolm Rifkind: 


- Absolutely insists on the need for a direct dialogue 
vetween Greece and Turkey 


- Directly states that the Imia issue is a “contestation 
issue” between Athens and Ankara 


- Does not consider the existence of a mediator neces- 
sary for the solution of the problems 


- Adds that the name under which Belgrade will 
recognize Skopje [The Former Yugoslav Republic of 
Macedonia—FYROM] is not a point of special interest 
as long as the recognition takes place soon, so that 
relations EU and New Yugoslavia will be 
restored. 


~ Insists that the political solution of ihe Cyprus issuc 
with the island's unifx ation will make the issue of 
Cyprus’ EU accession much casier. 


[Adham] You have already expressed yourself openly 
in favor of a direct Athens-Ankara dialogue. Do you 
believe that such a dialogue could be effective when 
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Ankara’s casus belh [preceding two words im Lata) is 
in force? 


[Rifkind] | belseve that when general relavons between 
two Countries have been disrupted for such a long ume, 
have become difficullt with many points of suspicious- 
ness and lack of trust, then the first step must be the mu- 
tual wish for communication, so that all issucs can be 
discussed. We have many cxamples all over the world 
where there was important progress once the dialogue 
began, in the Israch-Paiestinian dispute and in South 
4 ea, Cc 


[Adham] If | understand correctly, Ankara’s threat of 
war against Athens is not imperiant to you” 


{Rifkind} Threats are always very negative clements and 
must be denounced. They never help the solution of 
political issues, no matter where they come from 


[Adham] So | suppose that the United Kingdom imends 
to do something about this’ 


[Rifkind] The United Kingdom's position is exactly the 
same as the position of the other western Buropean 
countries. We encourage Greece and Turkey to try 
and leave their many differences behind, to look ahead 
toward their future and not back to the past, in order 
to discuss thew differences. And | am sare that all the 
countries of western Europe and the EU are anxious to 
do all they can 


[Adham] Do you believe that the Imia islets issuc is a 
territorial dispute between Greece and Turkey, taking 
into consideration of course the view that Britain has 
already signed the Paris Peace Agreement of 1947 
and moreover that until lately Imia was within Oreck 
territorial waters according to all the British Board of 
Admiralty’s official naval maps 


[Rifkind] When there are territorial issues for discus- 
sion, | belicve that third countries must not capress their 
views on the solution of the issues. Of course | am aware 
of Greece's position on solving the issues in a peaceful, 
legal way. | am certain that this is a more constructive 
way than referring to violence 


[Adham) Despite this you do not want to express your 
view on the imia issuc? 


[Rifkind] We recognize that there is clearly an issue 
of dispute as indicated by Athens’ and Ankara’s state- 
ments. Bul our position is the same as that of the other 
European countries and we hope that peaceful means 
will be adopted for the solution of any differences 
These means will be hailed not only by Great Brita. 
but by Prance, Germany, etc 
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[Adham) Do you believe that specific mediation would 
help in the problems’ soluvor’ 

(Rifkind) Kh depends on the countries that have the 
Gifferent views or disputes to decide if they want 
mediation or not. If they want a mediator it is always 
casy t© find one. Of course | believe that this is not the 
only means for solving problems. Some issucs can be 


of Ministers, which has not discussed the issue 
if this occurs, | expect to listen to [Foreign Minister 
Theodhoros) Pangalos’ views on behalf of the Greek 
Government. But vhis has not taken place yet. 


] Do you believe that the issue of Beigrade’s 


(Rifkind) The Athens-Skopye interim accord has made a 
lot of progress and what remains now is the name issue 
What is for the EU is its wish to recognize 
Belgrade issue for the BU is that Belgrade will 
recognize Skopje. When this occurs, the exact words, 


|[Adham) What do you tink must be the Buropean 
mediator’s role on the Cyprus issue? 


(Rifkind) The BU has a legal right to be interested ia 
he issue because of Cyprus’ accession negotiations But 
the Cyprus issue is beyond the accession matter. it is 
wider 


S~ 1 beliewe that there will be increased interest from 
the international Community, so that there is 4 certain 
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progress in 1996. it will be very sad if there is no 
opportunity sometime tis year to begin an essential 
procedure toward a political end to the problem. 


You are aware that the accession request refers to the 
whole island and this will be very difficult if the island 
remains naturally divided. 


If on the other side there is a political arrangement 
resulting in the island's unification, in a way 

to both communities, this will make the issue of EU 
accession much casicr 


Greece: Evert Asks UK To Be More Active in 
Region 


NC21022046896 Athens Elliniki 
Network in Greet 1800 GMT 21 Feb 96 


[PBIS Trans!ated Text) Today British Foreign Secretary 
Malcolm Rifkind concluded his talks in Athens and lefi 
for London. Rifkind met with opposition leader Milti- 
admis Evert and National Defense Minister Yerasimos 
Arsenis, with whom he discussed the Greek- Turkish cri- 
sis, the Cyprus issue, and bilateral relations. Our corre- 
spondent Elli Triantafillou has the following report on 
the Evern-Rifkind meetung 


[Begin recording) [Triantafillou) Following a sixty- 
minute meeting that took place this morning at Riyillis 
Sweet [New Democracy [ND] offices] ND Chairman 
Miltiadtus Evert asked British Foreign Secretary Mal- 
colm Rifliad that Britain show a more active interest in 
Greek-Turkish issues. Evert, using historical and emo- 
vional references reminded Rifkind that 


[Evert] ..when Greece and Britain were fighting to- 
gether for human rights, for democracy, and for our 
people's independence, just the two of us, other people 
were washing their hands like Pontius Pilates. | hope 
that there are no more Pontius Pilates ever again in the 
world 


[Triantafillou) The two men discussed Greek-Turkish 
issues, the Cyprus issue, and bilateral relations in a 
good atmosphere. The British foreign secretary said he 
favored any constructive proposal tha’ might lead to a 
peaceful settlement of the differences between Greece 
and Turkey. He also hailed the constructive way in 
which Greece pul an end to the twnsion in the castern 
Aegean some weeks ago. |end recording) 


[Announcer) Then Rifkind visited the National Defense 
Ministry where he met with Minister Yerasimos Arse- 
nis Arsenis presented the Greek positions and evidence 
so that Rifkind would have a more complete view of 
the situation 


Radio 





pee ee ie 











FBIS-WEU-96-037 
23 February 1996 


Rifkind said it was very useful to hear the Greek view 
on the recent crisis in tae eastern Aegean and described 
the briefing as being very informative. 

Greece: U.S. Foreign Policy Plans Viewed 
96P20292 


(FBIS Summary] Unless appropriate measures are taken 
before Prime Minister Kostas Simitis’ April visit to 
Washington, the “policy vacuum” that has emerged ia 
Athens will become “even more obvious,” said an arti- 
cle on page A20 of the 18 February Athens TO VIMA 
TIS KIRIAKIS. Simitis’ talks with President Bill Clin- 
ton cannot be a “simple repetition” of past discussions, 
nor is there room for “amateurism,” the article contin- 
ved. Satisfactory preparations must be made in view 
of Washington's interest in area developments, which 
became apparent during New Democracy (ND) official 
Dora Bakoyianni’s visit to the United States, when her 
talks with a number of U.S. officials focused on cre- 
ating a mechanism to solve Greek-Turkish differences. 
Another indication of U.S. interest came from the in- 
tensive talks held by U.S. Embassy officials in Athens 
with Greek political leaders, which focused on shaping 
an overall view of Greece's expectations from Washing- 
ton. At present, the United States does not have a “clear 
picture” of Greek requests, which have been “fluid” 
and lacking in specific de*ails, the article contended. 
It was gathered during Greek-U.S. diplomatic contacts 
that Greece wanted the United States to assume the re- 
sponsibility to guarantee-—even if unofficially—the sta- 
tus quo in the Aegean and prevent another confrontation 
with Turkey. 
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On the other hand, the article continued, Washington 
clarified the limits of Greek expectations. The United 
States will remain “strictly neutral” on the legal prob- 
lems related to the sovereignty ‘ver Aegean islets and 
is unwilling to assume obligatious that might dissatisfy 
Ankara. Washington's only objective, the prevention of 
a “hot incident” in the Aegean, would only be revised 
if, hypothetically, Greece and Turkey showed the polit- 
ical will to withdraw all threats, military on the side of 
Turkey, and economic on the side of Greece by way of 
“reprisals” in the European Union (EU). 


At this time, the United States seems unwilling to pro- 
mote the U.S. State Department's plan, which Assis- 
tant Secretary of State Richard Holbrooke was to bring 
to Athens. The goal of U.S. diplomacy, before Simi- 
tis’ April visit, is to prepare a new set of ideas in 
response to the historical and political characteristics 
of Greek-Turkish relations, as well as to take into ac- 
count the “specific sensitivities” of Athens and Ankara. 
The reestablishment of a communications mechanism 
between the two to avoid misunderstandings or misin- 
terpretations is a priority. 

New U.S. initiatives, however, may be proposed before 
Simitis’ visit. While some issues can be handled on a 
“more technical” level that makes immediate diplomatic 
contacts between Athens and Ankara unnecessary, U.S. 
diplomacy may give Clinton a “more personally active 
role.” It remains to be seen whether Athens will take 
advantage of the opportunities that will arise and of the 
positive image Simitis still enjoys abroad, the article 
concluded. 
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[FBIS Translated Text] Ankara [AA] — Following 
the <.sensifying anti-Turkish stand in Athens in the 
aftermath of the Kardak crisis, Turkey has called its 
Ambassador to Athens Umit Pamir to Ankara for 


The Foreign Ministry has made the following statement: 
ee ee ee 
has adopted a hostile attitude aimed against 
ee ee eee 
to open wounds in Turkish-EU 


f 


TA2202191496 Ankara TRT Television Network 
in Turkish 1800 GMT 22 Feb 96 


([FBIS Translated Text] Prime Minister Tansu Ciller 
has said that it can be observed that Greece has 


Ciller’s statement on the issue is as follows: I was 
sorry to learn that the decisions to be made by the 
EU authorized organs regarding its financial obligations 
within the framework of the Customs Union [CU] 
might be postponed as a result of pressure applied by 
Greece. From the viewpoint of Turkish-Greek relations 
we assess as unfortunate the statement made by Greek 
Prime Minister Simitis to the effect that if Turkey's 
stand 


does ee ee ee ee ae 


not 
functioning of the will be difficult. We have 
et oes Gee eee a 
with Greece. We have sent frequent messages stressing 
this wish to the new Greek government. The new 
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pursue a policy of enmity against Turkey. Greece, 
which attempted to land troops on a rock close to 
Turkish shores, has realized that it cannot achieve results 
through faits accomplis because of the determined 


policy pursued by Turkey. 


It can be observed that Greece has begun cxerting efforts 
al international organizations and especially at the EU 
aimed at damaging Turkey's interests. Turkey cannot 
be expected to remain a spectator in the face of this 
situation. We expect the EU to fulfill its obligations 
toward Turkey fully and promptly within the framework 
of the partnership agreement and the CU. We expect 
all friendly countries to call on Greece to abandou this 
erroneous and dangerous path. Even if Turkey :emains 
alone, however, it is sufficiently strong and determined 
to oppose Greece's policy of enmity. No steps taken by 
Greece against Turkey will be left unanswered. 


Turkey: Baykal Warns Greece Against Enmity 
Toward Turkey 


TA2202193896 Ankara TRT Television Network 
in Turkish 1800 GMT 22 Feb 96 


{[FBIS Translated Text} Deniz Baykal, foreign minister 
and deputy prime minister, has said that if Greece 
continues to pursue a policy of enmity toward Turkey 
instead of one of friendship, then Greece will be 
responsible for this policy's adverse affects. Baykal 
added: As long as Greece continues this policy, no one 
should expect Turkey to continue its tolerant attitude 
toward that country. 


Baykal made the following statement on the issue: 
A few days ago I explained my views on Turkey's 
relations with Greece and the recent developments in 
the Aegean in London, Brussels, Paris, and Rome to 
high-ranking officials of those countries, and to their 
counterparts in the EU and NATO. I told them that 
Turkey wants to establish friendly relations with Greece 
and that it wants to solve the existing problems through 
negotiations. I also stressed that certain problems that 
have emerged in Turkish-Greek relations should not 
be allowed to affect our relations with the EU, and 
noted that Greece's efforts in that direction should be 
prevented. The EU delegates meeting held yesterday and 
the statements made by Greek Prime Minister Simitis 
and Foreign Minister Pangalos show, unfortunately, that 
Greece has not abandoned its policy aimed at damaging 
Turkey's interests. The efforts exerted to the contrary by 
the EU member countries have, for the ume being, not 
been sufficient to make Greece abandon this erroneous 
and dangerous policy. As we have stated in the past as 
well, we are still determined not to leave unanswered 
any Oreek move in the Aegean, the EU, or other 
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international organizations that might damage Turkey's 
interests 


Greece should be well aware that it will have to pay for 
every step it takes against Turkey. If Greece continues 
to pursue a policy of enmity against Turkey instead 
of one of friendship, then Greece will be responsible 
for the adverse affects this policy might cause. It has 
become evident that Greece has been unable to assess 
well the patient and moderate policies that Turkey 
has so far been pursuing, and that it has chosen to 
continue its policy of enmity, which is incompatible 
with friendship and good-neighbor relations. As long 
as Greece continues this policy, no one should expect 
Turkey to continue its tolerant attitude toward this 
country. On the other hand, if Greece adopts a new 
and constructive attivide, Turkey is ready to discuss all 
the problems with goodwill and through a dialogue that 
will yield results. 


Turkey: Ciller, DYP Deputy Comment on Coalition 


TA2302101796 Ankara TRT Television Network 
in Turkish 1800 GMT 22 Feb 96 


(FBIS Translated Text) Tansu Ciller, True Path Path 
[DYP] leader and prime minister, said that nobody 
should have any doubts about the bright future ahead 
of Turkey. Ciller answered reporters’ questions in 
Bursa’s Uludag area where she is spending the Ramadan 
holiday. 


In reply to a question on whether there is a possibility of 
forming a coalition between the DYP and the Welfare 
Party [RP], Ciller said that the DYP is acting in 
accordance with its promise to the people regarding this 
issue. Ciller said: We would have been the party to hold 
coalition discussions today had we not acted along those 
lines. We did not enter into such negotiations, and I do 
not understand why this issue is still being discussed. 


Commenting on reports that DYP official Necmettin 
Cevheri had held a meeting with the Motherland Party 
[ANAP] and replying to a question on whether or not 
an initiative is under way to set up ANAYOL [acronym 
meaning main path, based on a combination of elements 
in ANAP and DYP}, Ciller said: Mr. Cevheri is at this 
moment in Istanbul. Everybody is on holiday right now. 


Responding to a question on whether there is still hope 
for an ANAYOL model, Ciller said: 


[Begin Ciller recording] Everything will be all right. 
The future of this country is very bright. Nobody should 
worry. [end recording] 

Meanwhile, DYP deputy leader Ibrahim Yasar Dedelek 


said that his party never made any proposals to RP 
leader Necmettin Erbakan regarding the establishment 
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of a government. Noting in his news conference in 
Ankara that the stand adopted by his party regarding 
uiis issue was clear from the beginning, Dedelek said 
that Erbakan made these allegations in order to use 
them as bargaining power with ANAP. Explaining that 
ANAP, which garnered the people's votes by presenting 
itself prior to the elections as the sole guarantee against 
the RP, had rejected the DYP proposal to form a 
coalition, Dedelek charged that the reactions against 
Mesut Yilmaz and ANAP party administrators were 
increasing at this stage. Dedelek further stated that 
the views expressed by Erbakan before and after the 
elections were different and [word indistinct] from each 
other. Noting that the present picture emerged as a 
result of an understanding whereby Yilmaz, through the 
premiership, and Erbakan, through the coalition, would 
lay their hands on the state, Dedelek added that the 
governments to be formed should be based on sincere 
foundations. Recalling that the RP had demanded to be 
handed the Finance Ministry in order to promote its 
cadres, Dedelek said that this would be an unhealthy 
and dangerous distribution of ministries. 


[Begin Dedelek recording] This attitude and behavior 
of the RP, which seeks the Finance Ministry in order to 
assume control of state cadres, is extremely worrying. 
It is beneficial for ANAP to review the RP demands 
before deciding on a coalition. [end recording] 


Purther stating that the DYP will not let the Turkish 
Republic be trampled upon, Dedelek said that this party 
is ready to assume the responsibilities of the opposition 
within the framework of Ataturk’s principles and the 
unity and integrity of the Republic. 


In answer to a question on whether under the premier- 
ship of a third person the ANAYOL formula may once 
again be put on the agenda, Dedelek recalled that there 
was a DYP General Administrative Council decision 
on rejecting such a model. Dedelek concluded by say- 
ing that the same council will assess any proposals that 
may be submitted should the present coalition work re- 
main unfinished. 


Turkey: Turkey’s Erbakan on Coalition, Party 
Programs 


NC2202214596 Istanbul HURRIYET in Turkish 
22 Feb 96 p 12 


[“Text” of interview with Welfare Party leader Necmet- 
tin Erbakan by HURRIYET columnist Sedat Ergin in 
Ankara; date not given) 


([FBIS Translated Text) [Ergin] Motherland Party 
[ANAP] leader Mesut Yilmaz has disclosed that you 
will suspend the Welfare Party's [RP] program if the 
two parties establish a coalition. 
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{Erbakan} No, we have not said that. What we have 
said is as follows: Accepting the programs of both 
political parties in a coalition is out of the question. 
Reconciliation is the main factor. The sides have to 
suspend their programs. Neither of them should insist 
on imposing their program. No one can deny that each 
party has its own program and targets. We have not 
changed. On the contrary, the views of those who have 
talked with us have changed. 


(Ergin) Mr. Yilmaz has said that you have changed the 


conditions you agreed on earlier. He gave the Ministry 
of Finance as an example. 


{Erbakan}] No, I do not think he has made such a 
Statement. It may be that you have interpreted what 
he said that way. We have had friendly talks on the 
conditions that will apply in our work. The two sides’ 
wishes and suggestions were transmitted to the pertinent 
organizations when decisions had to be adopted. We are 
a democratic establishment. We do not represent only 
ourselves. We must seek the views of our supporters 
and pertinent groups. That is what has been done up 
until now. Neither side has objected to something that 
was accepted earlier. 

[Ergin] It was revealed at the beginning that the ANAP 


would be mostly responsible for the management of the 
economy. 


{Erbakan]} No, that is not right... We agreed on a basic 
principle right at the beginning. It is as follows: None 
of the political parties should assume responsibility by 
themselves for economic issues, the struggle against 
terrorism, the foreign policy arena, and the effort 
to restructure Turkey. The two parties are important 
establishments. They will demonstrate their capabilities, 
however, they must not surrender themselves to cach 
other in doing so. They will work together as partners, 
and the work and responsibilities will be shared in a fair 
way. The RP is the largest political party, and has more 
seats in the National Assembly. The percentage of seats 
will dictate the sharing of work and responsibilities. 
We have to maintain the balance in the sharing of 
with the government. The two sides wiil jointly draw 
up and implement the basic policies that are required 
for economic issues, the struggle against terrorism, 
the foreign policy arena, and the effort to restructure 
Turkey. 


The State Has Become Cumbersome 


{Ergin} Can you comment on the agreement you have 
reached on the restructuring of the state? 


[Erbakan}] We have agreed on the matter; the two parties 
have a similar approach. The state has gone beyond 
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its original structure, and it has assumed responsibility 
for many unnecessary things. There are 1.8 million 
government employees and workers. The United States 
has a population of 250 million people and 250,000 


government employees. Our central government has 
become cumbersome, and it has to be restructured. The 


local governments must be strengihened to take care 
of educational, health, and economic matters in their 
particular regions. The central governr.ent must Concern 
itself with the country’s security and foreign policy. It 
also must establish justice and draw up macro plans for 
the economy. Meanwhile, it must ensure and control 
coordination among the provinces. 


[Ergin] How similar are the views of the RP and the 
ANAP? 


{Erbakan} Our programs are at least 90 percent similar. 
Differing views make uy the remaining 10 percent. They 
will be discussed at some point. Meanwhile, certain 
issues are not worth considering. They are related to 
long-term objectives. So we hope that solutions will be 
achieved by the end of February. 


{Ergin} To what extent are you prepared to make 
sacrifices? 


{Erbakan}] The conditions are obvious. A coalition 
government is to be established. We will be able to 
successfully cooperate if party interests are not regarded 
as having priority above everything else. That is how 
we will be able to serve the country. Our people 
are understanding. We will greatly contribute to our 
political parties by not giving priority to their interests. 
Our people will appreciate that. The sacrifices that will 
be made will add to the esteem of the two parties. 


Our Philosophy and Grass Roots Are Similar 


[Ergin] Mr. Yilmaz said that the RP was the last party 
the ANAP would consider establishing a coalition with. 


{Erbakan} | do not believe he was sincere in what he 
said. His remarks were a reaction to the pressure of 
various circles. It is not right because the philosophy 
and gras) roots of the two parties are similar. Who are 
the founders of the ANAP”’ Former President Turgut 
Ozal was a candidate deputy from our political party in 
1977. We held talks with him for 40 years. Our party 
was not allowed to participate in the elections in 1983, 
which is how the ANAP was established. Our supporters 
established the ANAP. The two poiitical parties are 
very similar. So Mr. Yilmaz’s remarks do not affect 
ANAP’s structure and grass roots. They were politically 
motivated. 

{Ergin} Mr. Yilmaz has said that he has taken a risk by 
deciding to establish a coalition with the RP. 
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[Erbakan] Everyone takes a risk. We are the largest 
political party, which means the risk we have taken is 
more serious. Failure will be risky for the two parties. 
This has to be considered. So the risk factor is the same 
for the two parties. 


[Ergin] The RP may be the largest party, however, a 
significani center category... 


[Erbakan) (Reacts in anger) Excuse me, but what is the 
Category you are talking about? That is a fabrication by 


(Ergin) it is the opinion of the political experts. 


[Erbakan} No, it is the viewpoint of those who know 
nothing about politics. 


{Ergin} Do you mean to say there is no center party in 
Turkey? 


[Erbakan) Yes, there is; it is the RP. 


we ere talking about the facts. The remarks made by 
a few profit-secking individuals to distort the facts 
do not mean anything. The natural laws have to be 
considered. It would be ridiculous for someone to claim 
that the people have not supported the RP. it would 
be a fabrication and tantamount to trying to collect 
pears in an apple garden. Such a statement would not 
be realistic. It would be aimed at maintaining the 240 
percent interest rate in the country 

Message to the True Path Party 


out with the ANAP is a moral obligation. We are aware 
that a coalition can be quickly established with the DYP 
if a problem emerges between the RP and the ANAP. 


TURKEY 29 


[Ergin] Mr. Ozer Ciller is reported to have called you. 
Is that right? 


{Ergin} ANAP’s liberal wing is allergic to the RP. 
[Erbakan} That may be so, however, the ANAP has its 


that ship be described as a Turkish vessel’ 


{Ergin} The people who complied with Mesut Yilmaz’s 
call and voted for the ANAP to prevent the RP from 
coming to power also have to be considered. 


{Erbakan} Who said so? For God's sake, do not go into 
that. Ciller has encouraged a few women to do this or 
that so conclusions have to be drawn from it. Please, 


that is out of question. 
We Will Reconsider the Customs Union 


{Ergin} Can you explain the approach you will adopt on 
the customs union if you establish a coalition? 


[Erbakan] We cannot accept the decisions adopted on 
6 March. We will say that we will sign an agreement 
that will provide for arrangements similar to those 
applicable to Switzerland. The ANAP maintains a 
similar viewpoint. 

{Ergin} Will the amendment of Article 24 of the 


Constitution, which is related to secularism, be included 
on the coalition’s agenda? 
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(Erbakan}] There is no difference between the way 
we understand secularism and the way it has been 
described in the ANAP program. We will support it the 
way ANAP has described it. We established when the 
Constitution was changed that the two parties agreed on 
the amendment of Article 24. This matter will be on our 
government's agenda during the next five years. 


[Ergin] You have held talks with Mr. Yilmaz for nearly 
20 hours. How can you describe him? 
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{Erbakan} He loves his country and acts with goodwill. 
I believe we can work together like brothers. He is not 
biased, and he outlines his views on what he believes 
is right. He may be persuaded to agree on something, 
nevertheless, he would still say that something else was 
more correct. He does not have any obsessions, which 
is a very valuable virtue. 
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